VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING

Meeting Date and Time:
Thursday, June 12, 2008
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm.
(Presentation at 6:00)

Meeting Location:

West Springfield High School
6100 Roiling Road -
Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this preject.

NAME
(OPTIONAL):

(PLEASE PRINT)

ADDRESS:

ZiP:

i. Please provide us with any additional information that yeu believe will assist VDOT in
developing the final design of this project: {Lomrmesh ]
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2 Do you support the inclusion of on-sireet pa;

with this preject? No_##

Do you live in a home that will have on-sireet parking in front of it? Yes__ INo_7

3 Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes . Ne ,,,i/:
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4, Do you support the design of the project as presented here tonight?

a. Yes Yes, with the modifications listed:
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Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
16 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2{?88; to the addressee on ghe reverse side.
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
(Presentation at 6:00) Springficld, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.
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Please leave this comment sheef af the designated location, or mail vour comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2068) to the addressee on the reverse side,

State Project: OG38-02%-156, P104, R204, (5
Federal Project: STP-53401{691; UPC: 55339



VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
: DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING '

Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:

J Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road

(Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

R S TR T AT

This-comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NAME
{OPTIONAL):

(PLEASE PRINT)
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1. Please provide us with any additienal information that you believe will assist VDOT in
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2. Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this project? Yes m& Mo
y De yeugve in a home that will have on-strest parking in front of it7  Yes X No
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3 Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,
‘ bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes Mo
If ne, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?
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Do you support the design of the project as presented here tonight?
a. Yes Yes, with the modifications listed:

:5:\.

b. Ne 2’}5 If ne, why not? -~ ‘ L
T ol nre wigt | paepely | J7OECT TO
g 4 ;f,?_,_,.fﬁ*j{"ff"if‘}f

Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WIT HIN
10 BAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side.

State Project: 0638-029-136, P104, R204, O304
Federal Project: STP-5401(691) UPC: 5559



Riiller, Douglas C.

o Mdtnwally

From:
Sant: Friday, June 06, 2008 3:02 AM
Tor Misaghian, Hamid R., P.E.; Miller, Douglas C.

Re: Relling Road Widening

My name is Mohammad Adenwalla and I am the owner of Relling Road Suncco Service stationm at
£381 Ro ng Road. Directly across from the entrance te Xenweod oaks sub-divigion on the
east side of rolling road, there is a strip mall with 10 commercial businesses including
my gas station, an coriental and Indian food store, a cleaner, a night club , several
ethnic restaurants, & carpet & mattress store, a computer sales and repalr store. Most of
the traffic for these businesses enters from southbound rolling road via left turns across
northbound rolling rd. A majority of the traffic exiting the strip mall diasgeonally crogses
the northbound reolling reoad and left turng onto southbound rolling road. The shopping
center entrance /exit is about 50 feet off from aligning with Xenwood Ave., but there is

suffigient un bullt on land just socuth of the gascline gtation to allow from such

alignment. In addition, continued access inte the Kenwood caks sub-division from
northbound roiling road is required wvia left turn across southbound rolling road. Should
this left turn be eliminated into Kenwood Ave., then it would reguire an additional 0.5
mile to Trafford lane and U-turning onto scuthbound rolling road. Also each trip would
require twice crossing the already busy and accident-prone 0ld Keene Mill/Rolling Road
intersection.

If there are no break in the barrier for the shopping center and the gas station
rhen most customers will go elsewhere. Lower business will mean failed stores which will
result in reduced federal, state and county taxes pald.

Please consider appropriate changes in the extensicon for the median.
I am a substantial tax paver. You will be adverselyv affecting over 30% of my business. My

customers from West Springfield will not be able to access my gas station and will go

alsewhare.
My livelihood ls st staks.
I wiil go out of business.

regards

MOHAMMAD ADENWALLA
OWNER



Rolling Road Sunoco
6381 Rolling Road
Springfield, VA 22152

Re: Rolling Road Widening

My name is Mohammad Adenwalla and I am the owner of Rolling
Road Sunoco Service station at 6381 Rolling Road. Directly across from the
entrance to Kenwood oaks sub-division on the east side of rolling road, there
is a strip mall with 10 commercial businesses including my gas station, an
oriental and Indian food store, a cleaner, a night club , several ethnic
restaurants, a carpet & mattress store, a computer sales and repair store.

Most of the traffic for these businesses enters from southbound rolling
road via left turns across northbound rolling rd. A majonty of the traffic
exiting the strip mall and gas station diagonally crosses the northbound
rolling road and left turns onto southbound roliing road. Continued access

‘into the Kenwood oaks sub-~division from northbound rolling road is

required via left turn across southbound rolling road. Should this left turn be
eliminated then it would require an additional 0.5 mile to Trafford lane and

U-turning onto southbound rolling road. Also each trip would require twice

crossing the already busy and accident-prone Old Keene Mill/Rolling Road

intersection.

If there is no break in the barrier for the shopping center and the gas
station then most customers will go elsewhere. Lower business will mean
failed stores which will result in reduced federal, state and county taxes paid.

Please consider appropriate changes in the extension for the median.
I am a substantial tax payer. You will be adversely affecting over

50% of my business.
It will also adversely affect the livelihood of 15 hardworking

Americans.

My customers from West Springfield will not be able to access
my gas station and will go elsewhere.

My livelihood is at stake,

I will go out of business.

H

Regards

15 Mohammad Adenwalla
f Owner




Miller, B@ugias C.

From: HT Angell e M|

Sent: Friday, June 20 2@08 2: 26 PM

Ten NOVA Meeting Comments

Co: HAMID MiSAGHIAN; STEVE LUDDY:; CLAUDIA MCDOWELL; BILL DOUGLAS; BRENT
RODERICK; William Martin; Mark Spooner; Mike Meyers; Mark S. Sanford; JAMES FRASER

Subject: ROLLING ROAD WIDENING PROJECT

COMMENTS ARE ON ROLLING ROAD PLANS PRESENTED AT PUBLIC HEARING ON JUNE 12, 2008,

I WANT TO THANK HAMID MISAGHIAN FOR HIS ASSISTANCE IN REVISING THE DESIGN OF RHYGATE'S EXIT
ROAD TO KEEP CONSTRUCTION OUTSIDE OF OUR COMMUNITY. THIS WAS OUR MAJOR PROBLEM WITH THE
CURRENT PLANS; HOWEVER THE FOLLOWING ARE SOME ADDITIONAL DESIGN CONCERNS FOR YOUR

CONSIDERATIONS IN FINALIZING THE PLAN.

1. THE EXISTING BRICK WALL IN THE CENTER ISLAND AT THE ENTRANCE TO RHYGATE IS SHOWN ON THE
PLANS, BUT THE EXISTING MATCHING WALLS ON EACH SIDE OF THE ENTRANCE ARE NOT SHOWN. THESE
WALLS SHOULD BE FIELD LOCATED AND SHOWN ON THE PLANS TO INSURE THAT THEY ARE QUTSIDE THE
LIMITS OF CONSTRUCTION. THE BRICK WALL ON THE NORTH SIDE OF THE ENTRANCE WILL INFLUENCE THE

LOCATION OF NOISE BARRIER 6 IF IT IS BUILT.

2. IMMEDIATELY EAST OF RHYGATE'S CENTER ENTRANCE WALL ARE TWO EXISTING CURB INLETS, ONE ON
EACH SIDE OF THE CENTER ISLAND. THE EXISTING ENTRANCE AND EXIT RCADS 8LOPE TO DRAIN TC THEBE
INLETS. THIS SHOULD BE A CONSIDERATION IN THE CROSS SLOPING OF THE PROPOSED ENTRANCE AND
EXIT ROADS FROM ROLLING ROAD TO THE INTERFACE WITH RHYGATE'S ROADS TO INSURE PROPER

DRAINAGE.

3. EXISTING UNDERGROUND UTILITIES ( ELECTRIC, TELEPHONE, CABLE TV, AND IN SOME CASES GAS ) ARE
LOCATED ALONG THE REAR PROPERTY LINES OF ALL LOTS IN HHYGATE THESE UTHLITIES SHOULD BE A
MAJOR CONSIDERATION IN THE LOCATION OF NOISE BARRBIER §, IF IT 18 BUILT, AND THE LOCATION OF THE
STORM WATER DETENTION BASIN ON THE GOLF COURSE PROPERTY. ALSO THE SANITARY SEWER OUTFALL
FROM RHYGATE APPEARS TO CROSS UNDER THE SWDB AS SHOWN ON THE CURRENT PLANS. THE SWDB
SHOULD BE MOVED TO A LOCATION THAT DOES NOT IMPACT THE RHYGATE COMMUNITY AND ITS UTILITY

SERVICES.

4, THERE 1S AN EXISTING CONCRETE SWALE THAT DRAINS TC A VDOT CATCH BASIN ON THE EAST SIDE OF
ROLLING ROAD OPPOSITE STATION 1720+75. THE CATCH BASIN IS CONNECTED TO RHYGATE'S DRAINAGE
SYSTEM. IN THE NEW ROLLING ROAD DESIGN IT APPEARS THAT THIS SWALE AND THE CATCH BASIN COULD
RE REMOVED AND THE AREA GRADED TO DRAIN TO THE PROPOSED CURB AND GUTTER. THIS CATCH BASIN
HAS BEEN CONSTANT MAINTENANCE PROBLEM WITH STOPPAGES FROM LEAVES AND ROAD DEBRIS AND

WILL BE AN EYE SORE iF.NOT REMOVED.

H.T. (MAX) ANGELL, PE
8205 TAUNTON PLACE, SPRINGFIELD, VA 22152

703-569-9676
hangel @ cox.net

i3



filler, ﬁ@ugias C.

From: Jared Ball foonpesaiinie '
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2008 9:40 AM
To NOVA Meseting Comments
Subject: Rolling Road Project

To Whom it May Concern:

As a resident of Ontario St, my property will not be directly affected by the widening, but | am still
opposed to the pian.

The reason that | am opposed is that there does not appear to me to be a level of congestion of
traffic that justifies the need to widen the road. It would also seem that the predicted increase of
usage of the road in the future is not valid for high gas prices as people will rather seek out
alternative types of transportation. Given that gas prices are likely to stay high for the foreseeable
future | feel that the priority for the allocation of transportation funds should be on improving public
transport rather than building roads. Therefore | am opposed to the expensive project of widening of
Rolling Rd for no real gain. In fact with current levels of inflation it is likely that this project will cost
significantly increase by the time it occurs.

if any road needs widening if would seem that Rolling Rd south of the 7100 would be more
appropriate given the relocation of the Army facilities to the EPG in 2010.

Sincerely,

Jared Ball

12



Miiler, ﬁ@ugias C.

From: Jay, Barbara L Ms gl

Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2008 9:32 AM

To NOVA Meeting Comments

Ce: Jay, Barbara L Ms HQDA DCS G-3/5/7; Pat Sweeney
Subjech: Rolling Road Widening (UNCLASSIFIED)
importance: Low

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED

Caveats: NONE

I would like to have addressed the reasoning beyond the lack of planning as to WHY VDOT has not identified the need fo
have a traffic light installed on Rolling Road and Hunter Viliage Drive.

You have indicated that future iraffic will increase on Roliing Road with the new access and expansion of the Fairfax
County Parkway accessing 95. Why did VDOT not plan any future traffic signals from access roads off of Roifing road? |
would like to have that explained at the meeting.

Currently we have residents outside of the Hunter Village Drive crossing through the residential area from Old Keene il
to access Rofling road and that will also increase. It is difficult now to make a left urn on to Rolling Road because it is
already 4 lanes and will be almost impossible to tum left on to Rolling Road when the entire Rolling Road is expanded,
is anticipated that Hunter Village Drive will become an short cut and thorough fair to reach the Parkway for easy access to

95,
| will be at the mesting to hear your comments.

Thank you very much,

Barbara Jay
7700E Lexton Place
Springfiefd, VA 22152

HAVE A GREAT ARMY DAY!

Barbara Jay
Office of the Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations and Plans
ATTN: DAMO-FMQ, Room 2A332, Pentagon
400 Army Pentagon, Washington, DC 20310-0400

DSN 222-7958 CIV (703} 692-7958 Fax: {7(3) 692-5043

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED

Caveats: NONE

s



iiller, Douglas C.

From: Barbara Barrington ol :
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2008 9:38 PM
Tor NOVA Meeting Comments
Subject: Rolling Road Widening

Barbara Barrington
6720 Rolling Road
Springfield, VA 22152

} am against the widening of the road. 1live on Rolling Road. The road has never been the safest -
and widening will only make it more unsafe. It will not be safe for bike riding either. People exceed
the speed limit now, widening will only increase this problem.

The money proposed for this project can be better spent in many other places. The congestion it will
cause during construction will also cause unsafe conditions.

| vote no to this project.
Thank you for your time,

Barbara Barrington



Miiler, Eaug&_&s C.

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Atiachments:

VDOT Comment

Sherry Beyers i@ RS
Monday, June 16, 2008 8:11 AM
NOVA Meeting Comments

Payton Onks

Rolling Road Widening Project

vDOT Comment Sheet on Rolling Road June 2008.doc

Sheet on Roliing “Mr. Bud Siegei'

Thank you for coming out t0 speak to the Rolling Road community.

Piease find attached our comments on the Rolling Road Widening Project.

Sherry and Craig Beyers

7017 Mapie Tree Lane
Springfield, VA 22152

703-451-9247

schevers @earthlink.net




YDOT
Comment Sheet
Virginia Department of Transportation
Design Public Hearing

Meeting Date and Time:
Thursday, June 12, 2008
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm.
(Presentation at 6:00)

Meeting Location:

West Springfield High School
6100 Rolling Road
Springfield, VA

Name: Craig and Sherry Beyers
Address: 7017 Maple Tree Lane, Springfield, VA 22152

1. Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist VDOT
in developing the final design of this project:

e The proposed noise barrier at the south end of the project will block a community
side walk that the residents use to go to the bus stop on Rolling Road. Since we
only have one entrance to the west side of Winter Forest, closing that sidewalk
could be a safety issue for the residents.

o We have lived without a noise barrier behind our house for 25 years and see no
need to put one in now. Rolling Road has always been four lanes behind our
house. We would rather continue living with the noise than live in the dark
behind a noise barrier.

» The proposal shows that you will use our back yard as a temporary construction
ecasement. ... Our back yard has a steep slope and is heavily planted with 25 year
old trees and pyracantha bushes inside the fence line.

o We have difficulty turning left out of our subdivision now due to heavy traffic and
limited sight line of cars coming south. With the addition of two more lanes of
wraffic and no traffic signal, it will be almost impossible for us to turn left. It
would be helpful to have a signal that is triggered by cars wanting to turn left.

2. Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this project? NO
Do you tive in a home that will have on-street in front of it? NO

3. Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other users of the facility?
If no, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?
e We do not need an & foot wide bike path on the west side of the road when a
sidewalk will handle the multi-modal transportation needs of bikers and
pedestrians.



4. Do you support the design of the project as presented here tonight?
a. Yes Yes, with the modifications listed:

h. No If no, why not?



Mitler, ﬁeagi&s C.

From: NEIL BOGNERS @
Sent Thursday, May 22, 2008 1:59 P
To: NOVA Meeting Comments
Subject: Rolling Road Widening

This project is long over due! It hag been ene of the key roads in the W.

Springfield arsa for years, even before the parkway. With the Parkway it 1
rhis road be fully developed.
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ilae those living on the read will be inceonvenlenced for a time, and will have to bear
itk a craffic change, it must not be derailed because of those few cobiections when in
truth there are so many others that need and will profic from this change.

Next on the list should be widening and finishing Sydenstriker all the way to the Parkway.
That hottle neck, or should I say death trap, is the worst hazard in the area. Sooner or
later someone will be killed in that trap.

MoConnell alwayvs said it would not be improved as long as she was in office.

Wall ghe and her political mind are now gone and lets move ahead for the good of the area
and for the safety of everyone.

Neil Bogner

6903 E1llings R4.
Springfield, Va 22152

in



Mitler, chgias C.
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Erom: e anaiis e e

Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2008 10:56 AM
To: NOVA Meeting Comments
Subject: Rolling Road Widening

As a Fairfax County resident and a pofice officer who does a great deal of bike patrol
VDOT to provide bike facilities along Rolling Road. Cycling is non-poliuting, improves

here in Northern VA, | encourage
cardiac health, and inexpensive. |

also encourage implementation of a separate bike trail, as drivers in Northern VA increasingly place cyclists at risk through
distracied driving due to BlackBerry, celiphone, and PDA use. A separate bike path will eliminate some of this risk to

cyclists.

Eric Bonett



Miller, Dougias C.

From: Rute Bovelsnamiiolion i
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2008 6:22 AM
To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subject: Rolling Road Widening

| am a resident of the Springfield District,and want o voice my support for the Rolling Road widening
project. This corridor is already crowded and dangerous, and will only get worse in the future. i
especially appreciate the proposed sidewalk, multi-use path, and wide curb lanes for bicyclists.

| will not be able to attend the June 12 public hearing, but please enter my comments into the public
record.

Sincerely,
Mr. Rute Boye

Enjoy 5 GB of free, password-protected online storage. Geat Windows Live SkyDrive.



Riller, Qoug§aa C.

From: Q Bui B
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2008 3:46 PM
To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subject: Holling Road Widening

| would like to state that my family and | are oppose to the project of widening Rolling Road to a 4
lane road because of the increase chance of accidents that could result from vehicles leaving the
resident’s house. Currently when | leave my house, cars are able to see me and slow down
accordingly. If there was an additional lane, the car will more than likely attempt to change lane, thus
possibly coming in contact with my vehicle/family/ etc. Also | feel that there is not a significant
increase in traffic to warrant such an expansion.

Now you can invite friends from Facebook and cther groups 1o join you on Windows Live™
Messenger. Add them now!




COMMENT SHEET
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
{Presentation at 6:00) Springﬁeid VA T
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1. Please provide us with any additienal information that you believe will assist VDOT in
developing the final design of this project:
No Ioecgeist Do 0o QCriins> o PCO e i
7
2. Do you support the inclusion of ep-street parking with this project? Yes_  Neo \/f
De you live in a home that will have on-street parking in front of it? Yes___ Noy/
3,

Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of moterists, pedestfiﬁn&,
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes_ = Noo/

If no, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?

We wWonkd Gles %@M’xﬁw Stele. il

4. Do you support the design of the project as presented here tonight?

4. Yes Yes, with the modifications lsted:

b, No s If no, why not?
T Cnand v GOty e A, FCe Covunrey Wby
I 2 T e e T W e T r’;&a?é'm oA Rﬁb%j:;as; (:}af(m%‘?z\,g ]
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Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location. or mail your comments WITHIN
18 DAYS (postinarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side,

State Project: 0638-029-156, P104, R204, C504
¥ederal Project: STP-5401(691) UPC: 5359



Miller, Q@ugias C.

From: Burgess, Nicholas J.##

Sent: Friday, June 06, 2008 5:44 PM

To: Misaghian, Hamid R., P.E.

Ceon NOVA Meeting Comments; Jekpiiies gt
Subject: Rolling Road Widening Project Rte 638

Dear Mr. Misaghian:

Thank you for taking the time to speak with me the other day. My initial questions concerned the bright green flags

placed on and around the sewer cover in my yard. As | advised, both Fairfax Water and Fairfax Sewer disavow any
marking of this line. And, as! advised, my immediate neighbor Mrs. Carper confirmed that she spoke with VDOT

employees taking core samples in the road and doing other work nearby just the other day. You advised you were
unaware of any activity. :

The other two utifity offices advised that it is most likely VDOT that commissioned the fine marking as it was not them.
The sewer authority also told me thal no-one in their office was aware of the road widening project. They assert that THEY
have a right of way that VDOT should be considering. It is my hope that this is not another instance of the right hand not

knowing what the left hand is doing.
These things aside, here are my comments on the widening of the road.

| am absolutely opposed to the widening of the road. | have owned my residence at 6902 Rolling Road for over 20 years.
The widening of the road will have NO RENEFIT to West Springfield Village and can only serve to benefit commuters. In
fact, a widened road wili only encourage commuters, to access the 385 corridor by Old Keene Mill Road when they should
be using the parkway.

Public Safety will be impacted. The few parking spaces that do exisi will be eliminated. These actually serve {0 keep
traffic siow. There will be no way for us to get in or out of our driveways. Presently | can use the parking lane to tum.
Once it is eliminated 1 will have considerable risk from rear-end collisions. The rate of Speed wili only increase. 1t
ALREADY is un-enforced by County or State Police. We presently have to endure speeders that do not follow the posted
imit. More lanes will only encourage yet more speeding and will increase sraffic. Once a thorough-fare is created, more
commuters will come to use it. If you have conducted a traffic survey, you would see that during the day, there is no need
for any additional lanes as the present road is more than adequate for local use.

Cost The present figure of 29.7 miliion to widen 1.4 miles of adequate road is unnecessary. | would much rather this
money be put fowards mass transit funds rather than encouraging more cars. You should be concentrating on getting

people out of their cars and onto metro.

Quality of our property. Our parking and sidewalks will be eliminated for the henefit of commuters. 1 would much rather
have a sidewalk than a bike lane. | think the number of people that would use this as a bike lane is extremely small. The
dtility poles will have to also be moved the proposed 5-12 feet into our yards. NO CHANGES to the road or to anything
ahould even be considered without putting ALL of the utilities underground. There is a greal liketihood that you will end up
having to replace all of the water lines and sewer lines to all of the houses. | see no way for the lines to withstand the

heavy excavation you contemplate.

Tax and Assessments The county will have 1o jower the vaiue of our property AND they will have to compensale everyone
for the assertion of Eminent Domain. The county and State barely have enough money to operate at present levels. This
project is NOT money well spent.
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COMMENT SHEET
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING

Meeting Location:
West Springficld High School

Meeting Date and Time:
Thursday, June 12, 2008

5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
(Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA e

A

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for thig pr ujc:%.

NAME

Nicholas . JSurarss
' {PLEASE PRi?@T}_

| AHPTIONAL):

ADDRESS:

Please provide us with any additional infermation that you believe will assist VDOT in

developing the final design of this project:
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Miller, Swgi&s C.

Fronm:

Sent: Friday, June 13,

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subject: Rolling Road Widening Project Public Hearing

[ ive in West Springfield, near Rolling Valley Elementary School. | strongly support the fastest
possible and reasonable completion of the Rolling Road Widening Project.

| specifically request:

o A5 sidewalk on the east side all the way to Old Keene Mill Road and an 8 asphalt trail on
~ the west side, also all the way to Old Keene Mill.
s Turn lanes at Greeley Bivd.
35 MPH speed limit maximum.
» Buried utility lines along Rolling Road.

Thank you for considering these comments as you finalize the plans and begin the project.

John Bursley
6720 Holford Lane
Springfield, VA 22152



Miller, Dcugﬁas C.

Fromy: . Henry Butier ettt

Sent: Monday, June 16, 2008 11:27 AM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subject: Rolling Road Project, West Springfield. VA
imporiance: High

June 16, 2008

To Whom it May Concern,

My wife and | have lived on Roiling Road for 29 years. We have years of involvement with the
community's re-examination of the proposed changes and comments regarding this project.
We have become greatly concerned that previous agreements with VDOT have, once again, been

ignored.

The most glaring example of this is the inclusion of an eight-foot wide macadam bicycle path along
the west side. This was to have been replaced with standard concrete walks along both sides of
Rolling Road after a similar VDOT meeting almost 12 years ago. It's bad enough that we are losing
up to 12 feet of our front yards but taking an additional 3 feet for a bike path will simply notbe
tolerated. Once again, REMOVE THE PROPOSED BICYCLE PATH!

Another major concern is the proposed speed limit, post-construction. Waest Springfield Village is a
residential neighborhood bisected by Rolling Road. Any posted speed limits above the current 30
mph will become a very dangerous safety issue for residents such as my wife and me who live on
Rolling Road. 1 have experienced oo many close calls to my own safety when entering or exiting my
vehicles parked curbside. Far too many people are driving while cell-phoning to realize they are

about to kill someone as they come within 2 feet of me.

One other note regarding the proposed speed limit is that the distance between the traffic signals at
the Rolling Road/Old Keene Mill Road intersection and the traffic signals at the Rolling Road/Fairfax
County Parkway are approximately 1.5 miles apart. Whether one is traveling between the two at 30
mph or 40 mph, one will be stopped by the same red light. So why the flippin' rushliii! | doubt this
fact was ever considered during design.

Last, | trust that VDOT and Dominion Power will somehow find agreement to bury the power and
phones lines and place a new utility easement in the actual travel way and abandon the current front

yard easements.

Sincerely,

Henry S. Butler
6816 Rolling Road
Springfield, VA 22152-3303

(703) 451-7066 (home phone}



Miller, ﬁ&ﬁgias C.

From: icampanilia el

Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2008 5:35 PM
To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subjact: Rofling Road Widening

As a ilong time resident of West Springfield and a house buillit along rolling Eoad, I'm
pleading Lo step rhe widening because it Causea o much noise and it will be very

dangerous to growing kids Lliving along Relling 9omd. Tt wiil aiso affect the value of

homes along Roelling Road.

“PLEASE STOP THE ROLLING ROAD WIDENING"

15
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36 May 2608

Virginiza Department of Transportation

Mr. Leonard (Bud) Siegel, P.E.

Manager, Arlington/Fairfax Preliminary Engineering
14685 Avion Parkway

Chantilly, VA 20151

RE: ROLLING ROAD WIDENING PROJECT

Dear Mr. Siegel:

Thank you for attending our above-referenced meeting at the Rolling Valley
Elementary School on Thursday, 22 May 2008.

My name is BETTY J. CARPER, 6900 ROLLING ROAD, WEST SPRINGFIELD
VILLAGE. Ispoke at the meeting during the comments seetion.

i am an original owuer of my property, a corper lot fronting Rolling Road. by
hushand deceased March, 2001, We moved into our new home Seetember 16, 1966,
1 have found this village and the area a. wonderful; safe place to live.

THESE ARE MY COMMENTS REGARDING THE WIDENING OF ROLLING
ROAD:

1) 1 AM ADAMENTLY QPPOSED TO THE PROJECT.

2) I cannet possibly understand the planning of proceeding with this project when
VDOT is in such a budget crunch. This is covered most every day in The
Washington Post and all Virginians are aware of the state of the Treasury.

I feel strongly that the $27.9M should be spent on the existing highways for all of
the citizens to benefit. The highways most everywhere in this area are shameful--
they are in the worst condition I have ever seen and I have lived in this area since
1963.

3) I {ind it unbelievable that our VDOT staff professionals would even consider
such a project of this scope at all--much less at this time of dire budget constraints.
All of this planning expense, meetings, upset citizens, acquiring property, moving
utilities, impacting lives of widows, disabled people, families with small children,
and on and on. ALL THIS FOR 1.40 MILES? DISRUPTING AN ESTABLISHED
COMMUNITY? UNBELIEVABLE AND UNACCEPTABLE! -
4} 1 remember when Braddock Road was being upgraded, Before the project was
even finished, the traffic was b_ﬁmper~fﬁwbum;}er. The more availability--the more
they come, This is 0.k for traffic patterns with businesses--hut nof residences!




Mr. Leenard (Bud) Siegel
Re: Rolling Road Widening Project
Page Twe

4) 1 can foresee motorists saying “hey, have you been on Rolling Read since they
widened it? It’s great--you can really move!” So, here comes everyene even if they
didn’t use it before.

%) This brings up ancther important point. As I mentioned in my comments at the
meeting, “why is there a posting of 30 miles per hour and it is never monitored?
Why even put up the sign and then aflow motorists to exceed the speed limit by i5
miles and more? Why is it that our society today doesn’t make people respect the
law? Even the county police exceed the limit--and not with their sirens on!

6) 1 am very angry that my plat map says that [ ewn this preperty and that’s what
we had te pay for, and yet P’'m informed that [ will lose a lot of my front yard, and,
even worse, more of mny corner lot. The mioney I would receive from tite State, and
the loss of value of my home for resale, is miniscule in relation te my home now.
AGAIN--ALL THIS FOR 1.40 MILES? Unbelievable!

7} 1 am told that the southern section of Rolling Road WANTS the four-lane
project. This certainly seems more feasible given the business traffic in that area.
And, additienally, the EPG grounds redo. Why don’t you spend the Federal
money o this section, using it where it will do the most good.

8} I might state at this point that the enly time traffic is bumper-to-bumper

or stopped on Rolling Road is when there is an accident or road work.

I apologize for the length of this input--I could go on and on. But I think I have
made my critigue of “NOT IN FAVOR” pointedly. It is my hope that this letter
will have some bearing on the final consensus. I know that your jeb has no bearing
on your home and where you live, so I hope that you will, in addition te your job
dutics, reflect en our homes and where we livel

E thank yeu fer your time and attention to these inputs.

Very truby yours,

§ I_.:_-‘.
Betty J. Carper
6904 Relling Road
dmegfield, VA 221523304

P‘%@E&. 763/451-8206



KMiller, Ei}wgias C.

From: Jeif Carier / Anne Gray#

Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2008 10:28 PM
To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subject: Rolling Road Public Hearing

The purpose of this email is to express disapprovai of the planned widening of Rolling Road between Old Keene Mill Road
and the Fairfax County Parkway. | have resided in a home in West Springfield Village, on the west side of Roliing Road, for
the past 13 years, and use the road at least twice daily five days a week and two or three times every weekend. During this
entire time | have never experienced traffic flow problems (other than the rush hour issues experienced everywhere in the
Washington Metropolitan area) that would be resolved by widening the road.

The money that would be spent on this decades-cld boondoggle of a project would be better spent on maintenance of the
existing roadbed as well as maintaining other roads in the area. Every three or four years, Rolling Road tums into an
ardeal of dodging the same potholes and shoddy patching jobs. Reduce the expansive and expensive plan from widening
to proper maintenance, with perhaps a sidewalk that extends to Old Keene Mill Road.

As budgets tighten, gas prices rise, and travel by car is reduced due to the expense involved, this project gets further and
further away from sensible uss of limited funds.

Jeff Carter

West Springfield Village

11



VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
{Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NAME

(OPTIONAL): . lasf£7  (LA#
(PLEASE PRINT)
AT (NGBl 1 ZIP: 22002 -2
1. Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist VDOT in
developing the final design of this preject:
e Fuf ol penary 5T AoSadge . ol Yol Fu T3

Ny T e

Do you support the inclusion of en-street parking with this project? Yes = No_ ./
Do you live in a home that will have on-street parking in front of it? Yes2J No

3

3 Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrianps,
bieyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes___ No_~
If no, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?

' P o T s e s ' Y . S
ABAILITE R ACTaSh | Sriadii Al A sl T 8e AgLE T
Frd wmd Ty Afss S Almad :

4, Do you support the design of the project as presented here tonight?
a. Yes Yes, with the modifications listed:

b, No If no, why not?

Plense leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008} to the addressee on the reverse side,

State Project: 0A38-020-156, P104, R204, C504
Federal Project; STP-3401{601) UPCH 5355



MAY 2 8 2008

COMMENT SHEET A
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSEQRTAFION - v "rg o 13
DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. - 8:00 pm. 5104 Rolling Road
{Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NaME — j 4
(OPTIONAL): T rancl ST /Vcamfe 7 BNUes S

{PLEASE M
A | D e |
ADDRESS: 570 /4\7?{ ﬁfﬁ:&wﬁ?‘g‘?\f’mqﬁtg . e P2/

i. Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist VBOT in
developing the {inal design of this project: S :
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2. Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this project? Yes _,_j/‘{ No
Do you Yive in & home that will have on-street parking in frontof #t?  Yes No_ o
3. Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes__ No—<

If no, what other features would you like fo see incorporated into the design?
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4, Po you support the design of the praject as presented here tonight?
a. Yes Yes, with the modifications listed:

b. No -0 1f no, why npt?, _ .
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Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee ou the reverse side,

State Project: 0638-029-136, PIM, RI(4, O304
Federal Project: STP.3401{691 UPC: 5559




Mitler, Eeugias C.

From: frank connors

Senl: Tuesday, May 20, 2008 12:14 PM

To: NOVA Mesating Comments

Ce: iy Lo

Subject: Roiling Road Public Hearing

T don't think BRAC~EPG, dustifies the widening of Rolling road, Just repair the road. It
If the proiect must proceed, alow for off road

has always been in terrible gshape.
parking, but ne hike lanes. 8 ft parking lanes not needed,
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khiller, E@ug!as C.

From: Jay Conners# % ;

Sent: Monday, June 23, 2008 8:40 AM

Ta: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subject: Rolling Road, Fairfax County, PH Comment

To Whom it May Concern,
Due to a conflict in schedules, my wife and | were unable to attend the Public Forum Hearing for

Rolling Road on Thursday, June 12th, 2008.

We are very concerned about the proposed widening of Rolling Road from Viola Road to Old Keene
Mill.

Currently, we reside on Maple Tree Lane and must access Rolling Road from Viola.

The speed at which cars approach Viola from the Old Keene Mill direction, heading towards the

parkway, is usually way above the posted speed limit.
That also holds true for the traffic heading in the opposite direction {towards Old Keene Mill) but, at

jeast, we have a litfle better view of the oncoming traffic.

Whether or not you put traffic lights at Viola, after you widen Rolling Road, will not slow those who
decide 1o run the red light or, are driving so fast, they are unable to stop and proceed through the

intersection anyway.

Our backyard abuts Rolling Road (we are the ones with the 10-12 Leland Firs lining the road) and we
see, as well as hear, the pace of the daily flow of traffic.
We don't want or need this roadway widened. We would prefer to see the speed limit enforced and

the road surface improved.

Thank you for your time and attention to this matier.

Respectfully,

Jay Conners

7005 Maple Tree Lane
Springfield, VA 22152
703-569-894%



%’éii%@?, Eéijgias C.

From: John 7. Cooley#

Sent: Saturday, May 24, :

To: NOVA Meeting Commaents

Cec: Vaughan, Jan; DaveAlbo @ aol.com; Herrity, Pat; John Cooley
Subject: Rolling Road Public Hearing

Please use this message instead of the one | hastily submitted on the 22nd. | speak for the majority
of our 433 single family homes in West Springfield Village. Although | did ask that all submit their
comments at the Public Hearing, to the Court Recorder or via email, too many assume that | will
represent their best interests. Below, you'll find a summation of what we have gathered over the last
8 - 10 years. There is rising opposition to this project, but most will concur with what you'll find below.

This is a two part message. The first part addresses our (West Springfield Village) opposition to the
project, the second will discuss what we believe necessary to mitigate the impact before, during, and

after the construction.

[. Stop this Project — At least long enough to reassess the need for it. The needs criteria has
certainly changed over the last 20+ years since it was first included in the Secondary Six Year
Comprehensive Transportation Plan. In the 1990s, the Secondary Six Year plan priorities developed
by the County Board of Supervisors were not financially constrained and too many were added
knowing that it would not be constructed during the life of the plan. If Rolling Road had been and still
is such a high priority, why has it taken over 20 years just 1o get to vet another public hearing?
Heassess and let us know why this project is so important io Fairfax County and Virginia.

A. This project will have significant impact on home valuations before, during and after the two
year construction window. We have 57 homes that adjoin Rolling Road. They are difficult to sell now
with the slumping market, but will be impossible to sell during the two year construction and post
construction era. We have another 376 that rely upon Rolling Road and they also will be a challenge
to sell once the project starts. And even after it is widened, we still won't have 4 lanes of traffic
to/from US Hwy 1 now that the southern Rolling Road/Pohick project fell off the comprehensive plan.

B. Widening Rolling Road will provide the opportunity for and additional 16,000 vehicles per day. If
you widen Rolling Road, they (more motorists) will come. The actual traffic volume counted in 2005
was 22,800 vehicles per day. The traffic volume projection is 39,100 for 2031 (based on 2.2% growth
rate and a completed project). The two lane road is only rated for 950 per hour per lane. Even
with extended hours of rush hour traffic, the road is limited to at/about 23,300 or 500 more cars per
day than we saw in the 2005 count. But, if you widen it to 4 lanes, then we could be exposed to
another 16,000+ vehicles per day. We all know that most of those 16,000+ will be during rush hour
traffic. Traffic volume projections do not account for rising fuel costs, more reliance on mass transit
and a complete lack of land to develop in and around the Rolling Road corridor. The projections
alone point our the need to reassess the need for this project.

3



€. We now know that BRAC will have minimal impact on Rolling Road traffic, since most of the
NGSA will use the eastern EPG gate. The initial assessment was accomplished knowing the Fairfax
County and Virginia wanted a land swap with the military to develop the EPG with high-density family
units. And then BRAC presented the possibility of a military development of the EPG to house 22,000
personnel. But none of that happened and there is nothing on the horizon to suggest we need

additional traffic capacity along Rolling Road.

D. Why is it one of county's highest priorities in the secondary road category? Why has it been
shelved as often as it has if it is such a direly needed arterial feeder route?

E. We have 57 homes that will have traffic at their front door. We have another 376 homes that will
not realize whatever benefit you envision by widening our segment of Rolling Road. It will become
more dangerous and more difficult o enter the road from our side streets. It will be even more
dangerous for pedestrians and school buses. We are ok with the road as is. The traffic light at
Barnack and Rolling took care of most of our safety issues. But this project will cause a new set of

challenges and accidents.

F. Surely, a better use can be found for the millions of dollars spent on this project, such
as maintaining the existing Rolling Road as is.

il Design Considerations - But, if there is actual justification for this project that can shared with
those who will lose part of their front yards, then we would become more concerned
with mitigating damages it will cause before, during and after this project.

A. Speed limit - retain a 30 MPH limit knowing that most drive 10 {(not 5) MPH over the posted
limit. We have the stealth strip data to suggest that a road designed for safe driving at 40-MPH
should be posted for 30-MPH. It wouldn't take much effort to do that test again for an up-to-date

validation.

B. Instali another traffic light at Viola to regulate evening-rush hour, northbound traftic off the
parkway as well as any continuing northbound from Rolling Road and the connected Fairfax
County Parkway. Southbound traffic is controlled by the light at Old Keene Mill Road and now also by
the light at Barnack and Bolling. A light at Viola would also serve residents of Winter Forest
subdivision who now have a desperate time making a left onto Rolling Road, especially during
evening rush hour traffic.



both sxdes one side or double wide driveway aprons and driveways for each of the homes that have
driveways that empty onto RR.

D. Bury the utility cables. If nothing else, it would lessen the visual impact of this project.

E. No on-street biking lanes and no 8' multi-modal path in the front yards of homes on the
western side of Rolling Road. Yes to a standard sidewalk, maybe even a &' sidewalk. Do we really
need a sidewalk on the eastern side all the way to Old Keene Mill Road? Stop it just north of 6809

Barnack.

E. Restrict and enforce oversized vehicles and hazardous cargo. We have the restriction now,
but not the enforcement. It is interesting that no trucks were registered in the 2005 fraffic count.
We have too many trucks and not nearly enough enforcement.

G. Manage all Storm Water Drainage from widened roadbed, especially that that would flow west
downhill toward Ontario.

H. Complete this RR project before the two segments of the Fairfax County Parkway are
connected or at least improve the single-lane, northern interchange before the connection is
completed. Otherwise, frustrated traffic from the parkway will have no place eise to go other than
north along Rolling Road through our West Springfield Village.

I am very concerned with the VDOT comment sheet, particularly question #2. We have the time to go
back to those 57 homeowners along Rolling Road to allow them to decide what will best fit their
parking needs. The responses from every one else shouldn't out weigh the majority position of those

57 homes.

This project has been on again, off again for so long that the need for it has grown stale. In my
opinion, it may be in the best interest of all to start all over again. We have the time to do it right.

John Cooley
President, Civic Association of West Springfield Village

703/451-7055

L¥ad



COMMENT SHEET
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfieid High School
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
{Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NAME ( Y o i Cf
(OPTIONAL): res (D de
(PLEASE PRINT)
ADDRESS: VALS
i Please provide us with any additional infermation that you believe will assist VDOT in
developing the final design of this project:
2. Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this project? Yes___ MNo
Do you live in a home that will have on-street parking in frontof it7 Yes_ No
3 Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of maotorists, pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes_  No_
If no, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?
4. Do you support the design of the project as presented here tonight?

a. Yes Yes, with the modifications listed:

b. Ne_X__ If no, why not? ! . L . .
CAS prolect (b aet sieeded € F
s;,_;'g}’{ Saftn s e 5 e Lhend P ewr JH Lalver .

o . ~
Kofecre Hor 2¥m 73 Lo ured Lir mpre 023 e;-v%’f;ﬁ”;%ﬁm*é&‘

Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail vour comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side.

State Project: (0838-029-156, P104, R204, C304
Federal Project: STP-5400{691) UPC: 5559



VIRGINIA DEPARTWNT OF TRANSPORTATION

DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. ~ 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
{Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public recerd for this project.

NAME /}/
(OPTIONAL).___//0TVan Q/;”ug,x
(?LEASE PRINT)
ADDRESS: _ (6646 [Rore Lo W, Sprshe\d Uik z1p: Z2AS 0
1. Please provide us with any additional information that veu believe will assist VDOT in

éeveh}pmg the final design of this project:
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Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this project? Yes__ No_v
Do you live in a home that will have on-street parking in front of it? Yes. = No v

3 Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrfans.
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes ~ No___
If no, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?

WOE Cv2B | pues ARE TH® KEY! T H oo

4. Do you supgythe design of the project as presented here tonight?
3. Yes Yes, with the modifications listed:

b. No If no, why not?

Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) fo the addressee on the reverse side.

State Project: 0638-029-156, P104, R204, C504
Federal Protect: STP-5401(691) UPC: 5559



iiller, ﬁ@ugias C.

From: Steven Daskal isfiged

Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2008 7:38 FM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subject: Rolling Road, Fairfax County, PH Comment

This is in response to the request for comment associated with the Open Forum Public Hearing on
Route 638/Rolling Road being held on 12 June 2008.

Dear Mr. Miller,

| lived in West Springfield for 14 years, and have lived in the eastern end of Burke for the past five. |
have seen the changes in traffic flow and road conditions in this area as it went through the boom of
the eighties, the downturn of the late-80s/early 90s, the boom of the mid-80s into the 21st ceniury,
and the current downturn. Regardless of cycles, and regardiess of relative spikes and dips in fuel
prices and expanded mass transit, road iraffic burdens have increased. As we have added road
capacity, it has not kept up with road usage, and the demand for more housing in the national capital
area and especially comparatively well-governed Fairfax County continues to grow.

We need to eliminate road bottlenacks. This can best be done by widening all of the two-lane
sections of road between four- or six- lane sections. A consistent flow moves better, and is less likely
to have accidents. This segment of Rolling Road is a huge bottleneck both for traffic moving south
towards Newington and Ft. Belvoir and north towards Old Keene Mill Bd and beyond to access the
Beltway and Braddock Rd. The bottlenecks are aggravated by the poor (shori) sightlines, lack of turn
lanes, and sharp comers that have contributed to serious accidents over the years.

| look forward to seeing this section of Rolling Road widened -- as it shiould have been back when the
Fairfax County and Springfield-Franconia Parkways were first opened.

Steven E. Daskal
6122 Pueblo Court
Burke VA 22015-3434
703.455.8228

“ iberty is not the power of doing what we like,
but the right of being able to do what we ought.”

-Lord Acton
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Miller, Scugias C.

From: Todd Davis eEieg h
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2008 8:12 AM
To: NOVA Meeting Comments
Subject: Rolling Road Widening

Please note my support for the addition of bike lanes in the proposed widening of Rolling Road. As a
bike commuter myself, | cannot tell you how great the feeling of safety and security is to be riding in a
designated lane as opposed to sharing the road with often impatient traffic. With gas prices, and
consciousness of the effects on the environment, rising and an invigorated interest in commuting
alternatives, | think it's important that the county continue to help its residents in search of a better

and safer way to get around.
Thanks,
Todd E. Davis

6644 Osborn St.
Fails Church, VA 22046 (Fairfax County, not FC City)
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING

Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:

Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School

5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm, 6100 Rolling Road

{Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.
NAME . A Jé’ T ,»f T s
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(PLEASE PRINT) g i/ Ly
ADDRESS: _700% Eoxrnack Drwe S A 7P L 57
1. Please provide us with any additiona! information that vou believe will assist VDOT in

develeping the final design of this project:

2, Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this project? Yes_ . No
Dao you live in a home that will have on-street parking in front of it? Yes___ No_,~

3. Pe you think the design of this project will meet the needs eji'/r?mmristsg pedestrians,

bicyelists, and other users of the facility? Yes_ = No
I no, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?
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b. Ne_ .~ Ifno, why not?
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Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008} to the addressee on the reverse side,

e State Project: 0638-029-1356, P104, R204, C304
é/j Federal Project: STR.5401(691) UPC: 35359 ) .
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Miller, Douglas C.

From:
Sent:
To:

Ce:
Subject:

_____ Original Message
From: Dick Denny

Dick Danny g
Thursday, June 18, 2008 4:36 PM
NOVA Meeting Comments

John Cooley

Fw: Roliing Road Widening Project

To: MeslingComments @ Vdot Virginia.gov

Ce: John Cooley

Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2008 4:27 PM
Subject: Rolling Road Widening Project

I have lived in West Springfield Village fo 34 years. Not long enough o see men rolling tobacco down the road but close.

Regarding the issue of stopping the widening of Rolling Road, if it came to a vote | would not oppose my friends and

neighbors who want the widening stopped.

However, | don't believe it will be stopped and want 10 express my appreciation to VOOT and those responsible for
developing a plan that | believe favorably addresses and accepts most of the recommendations on the issues our Civic

Association presented in #ts comments.

I am however, opposed to bicycle lanes and beliseve our Governor made a serious error in not saying the issue should be
addressed on a case-by-case basis. Bicycle ianes will take away more property from Rolling Road families than needs to
be taken away to widen the road and therefor | believe it is unfair. Perhaps you couid ask the Governor to visit some of

the familiss on Rolling Road and sea the shuation st hand,

if you are still here, thank you very much for reading my comments.

Richard Denny

8143 Edmonton Court

Springfield, VA 22152
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Miller, B&uglas C.

Fronm Monique DiCarlo e

Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2008 3:24 PM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subject: Rofiing Road Widening

Altachmenis: newsletter_faii_2006.pdf; image003.jpg; image002.jpg; image004.jpg; image005.jpy;
image007 jpg

newsietter_fall_200

6.pdf {2 MB.., .
Dear commitiee,

[ live at the end of Rolling Road, off Flax street.

Here are my comments to the current road widening plan:

Making it 4 lanes is not going to relieve the peak hours congestion significantly and will not
justify the costs related to making it 4 lanes.

4 lanes will turn it into a major traffic corridor with pollution and noise turning an otherwise
peaceful neighborhood into a traffic nightmare.

The reason it gets congested has to do with turning vehicles blocking the road, so turning
lanes would be very helpful, and increase flow.

Please contribute to the health of our neighborhood, making it possible for people to use their
bike and walk to the Old Keene Mill shopping center! Pedestrians and bikers are traffic too! What we
save spending on sick and overweight people can be used for better roads!

Look at European models (Netherlands} and give us a bike lane and sidewalk on both sides!
(bike lanes are made of red concrete/bricks in Holland to visually separate them from other traffic

lanes)

In Holland a developer has to take care of sidewalks, street lights and such! “The lack of
sidewalks or even paved shoulders is a big problem," he said. "Many neighborhoods across the
country don't have sidewalks on either side of the street. This is because many cities don't spend the
money on sidewalk installations and don't even require developers to build sidewalks in housing

areas.”

Please read the article “BIG in the BURPS” {page 7) written by my colleague Jeff Merz, a
planner and advocate of “healthier” urban design.

Making America walkable: http://www.tfhrc.gov/safety/pedbike/articles/walkable.him

Below some examples of Duich roads with the red bike lanes.
7



My 2 cents, thanks!
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Monigue DiCarlo

Marketing Coordinator

The Onyx Group

1199 N. Fairfax Street, Suite 600
Alexandria, VA 22314

Phone: 703 548 6699

Direct: 703 894 1946

Fax: 703 894 4003
mdicarlo @ onyxgroup.com

WWW.ONVXGIoup.com




Mitler, Dmsg!ag C.

DOWAEA

Froom . i e
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2008 10:20 AM
Ta: NOVA Meeting Comments

Co: i

Subject: Rolling Road Widening

T iive in Springfield and I am & cyclist. I am requesting on-road bike facilities on the
widened road. It is currently treacherous and totazlly unsafe to ride from the Fairfax
County Parkway to 0ld Heene ¥i11l RE along Rolling Road. I would use this on-road facility.

please include my reguest in the VDOT plan. Thanks

Aer Donner

it



VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DESIGN PUBLIC BEARING

Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:

Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. ~ 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
(Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NAME T
(OPTIONALY: éw.. %\é\? { e e
(PLEASE PRINT) |

S ~ i s " f] " L = -~
soprass:_ (501 Colclosbe RA Feictex Sdetvw g 22 049

H

i Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist VDOT in

develonine the fnal desion of this profect: . . .
eloping the Hnal Gevgn o) WS PFEE N/ DoT mryes £

b g e D o2 HE«. %'méé;;f £

2. Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this project? Yes ﬂe
Do you live in 2 home that will have on-street parking in front of it? Yes_  No_ o~
3. Do vou think the design of this preject will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,

bicyclists, and other users of the facility? X esﬂw v No__
If no, what other featares would yeu like to see incorperated into the design?
Tlohe o L IR AL IS &t @m‘ﬁ&é& ¢ Doboad 2 ol
Kocs i ol J & ¢ ool e e g by N L

ek

4. Doy ns%p{wrt the design of the project as presented here tonight?
a.'f:‘;'}; ; Yes, with the modifications listed:

b, No if no, why not?

Please leave this comment sheet af the designated location, or mail your comments WETHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addresses on the reverse side.

State Project: 0628-029-156, P104, R204, (504
Federal Project: STP-54G1(691) UPC: 5559



Miller, ﬁaug}?s C.

From: T—— i cle
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2008 8:31 PM
To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Co: ipleedsyasiosNINaro s
Subject: Rolling Road Widening Project

To the planners and decision makers of the Rolling Road Widening Project:

| am a resident of West Springfield Village. | regularly drive on Rolling Road to and from my
residence on Springfield Village Drive. Regarding the Rolling Road Widening Project, | offer the

following comments for the record.

Comment #1: Suspend in favor of Saratoga. At our civic association meeting on May 12, several
people expressed a strong desire for the county board to stop work on the current 1.4 mile project
and instead improve Rolling Road just south of the Fairfax County Parkway. Iagree and ask that you
seriously consider suspending the current project and focus instead on improvements south of the

parkway.

Anyone who drives Rolling Road past the hack side of the EPG and through the area of Saratoga
Village will understand the desire of the Saratoga residents to have road improvements made sooner
rather than later. While there has been a lot of good work done, and good money spent, on the
current project, | ask you to remember that “When your task is to dig a hole, it doesn’t matter how
good the hole is if you dig it in the wrong place.” The Saratoga area is a right piace for you to dig this

particular hole.

Comment #2: Interchange Improvement. Regardless of whether construction is done north or south
of the parkway, the interchange with the parkway cries for improvement. According to study results
shared with area residents, traffic volurne is on the rise along Rolling Road. This is one of the
justifications for the project. ltis reasonable to expect that much of this traffic, current and future, will
access the Fairfax County/Franconia-Springfield Parkway. | am quite concerned that the current
interchange with the parkway will be a bottleneck, especially as traffic from Fort Belvoir increases as
a result of BRAC. Please focus on improving this interchange as part of any Rolling Road

improvement.

Comment #3: Excessive Width. Adverse impact on property owners along Rolling Road could be

reduced if the “multi-modal” path were narrowed or climinated. Further, it seems that the "bicycle

lobby” has a stronger voice than local residents. While | am unaware of any statistics, it seems to me

that the current number of people who live, drive and park on Rolling Road each day is likely higher

than the current or potential number cyclists who would use the thoroughfare only occasionally. |

understand that there are current req uirements for any new construction to include bike paths. 1also
26




provision for bike traffic be waived and that the roadway be narrowed 1o lessen the adverse impact
on property owners and make better use of the available land (i.e. homeowner properties).

Comment #4: Speed Limit. Thank you for reducing the “design speed” of the roadway to 40 MPH.
Even though the use of the road will no longer be classified as residential, it is, in fact, a residential
street and will remain such regardless of the labels applied by traffic planners. Please retain the
current 30 MPH speed limit. Also, please put something in place to see that the posted speed limit is
vigorously enforced. We as residents will do our part working with police agencies and | ask that the
board continually encourage those agencies to control the speed along Rolling R oad.

Comment #5: Traffic Light at Viola. The installation of a traffic light at Barnak was a welcome
improvement for our neighborhood and especially for parents, staff and students of Rolling Valley
Elementary School. It also seems to encourage compliance with the 30 MPH speed limit on Rolling
Road. | believe that an additional traffic light either at Springfield Village Drive or Viola would make
the improved roadway mu ch safer. While | would personally welcome a light at Springfield Village
Drive, | believe that one at Viola would better serve this safety concern. A light at Springfield Village
Drive would likely come as a surprise to drivers coming up the rise from the parkway and around the
curve after Viola. In any case, an additional traffic fight will further improve speed limit compliance
and access to our neighberhoods.

Comment #6: Truck Traffic. According to VDOT statements, large truck traffic is expected to
increase from two percent io three percent along the corridor. | request that the Board act to keep
this increase from growing further. While it may not be possible to forbid truck traffic, | understand
that other jurisdictions have been successful in limiting it by posting “recommendations” for truckers
to use alternate routes. | believe that Supervisor Herrity’s office has information that addresses this
point. Please explore all possible means of limiting truck traffic through our neighborhood.

Comment #7: Utility Lines, Please continue efforts to place utility lines underground. Relocating
utilities underground will mitigate some of the safety issues that arise with increased road width and
increased traffic volume, such as collisions with utility poles. This relocation will also provide a
measure of improvement for property values, especially those from whom property is to be taken for

this project.
Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

Dan Emrick

8113 Springfield Village Drive



Springfield, VA 22152

703-644-2011
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COMMENT SHEET
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT ATION

DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfietd High School
3:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
(Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this preject.

NAME § e - |
(OPTIONALy: S Do s A S S E
(PLEASE PRINT) Gt

_ =
ADDRESS: ﬁg </ é AEE Agr/ , j/«fu Is; ZIp: PRl 2

1. Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist VDOT in
developing the final design of this project:
g d5e S| dpracedl)  FEAEE
2. Do you suppeort the inclusion of on-street parking with this project? Yes_ No
No b

Do you live in 2 home that will have on-street parking in front of it? Yes_

3. Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,
picyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes_~ No___
If no, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?

4, Do you support the design ﬁ_qf the projeet as presented here tonight?
a. Yes &Mitﬁ the modifications listed:
LT e, bjarts & e

b. No If no, why pot?

Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side,

State Project: 0G3§-029-156, P104, R204, C504
Federal Project STP-3401{(651) P 5559



Rolline Road, Fairfax County, PH Comments
Project 0638-029-156
Public Hearing June 12, 2008

Sue Frskine, 8301 Greeley Blvd, Springfield, VA 22152
(703) 569-7185; sl

We have lived at 8301 Greeley Blvd on the corner of Rolling Road for thirty years and my
husband and I support this project. Once the Fairfax County Parkway was opened to Rolling
Road, and traffic was allowed onto Rolling Road from the Fullerton Industrial Park, the traffic
not only increased in volume, but most drivers are now using Rolling Road only as a cut through
to avoid traffic on Old Keene Mill Road or Backlick Road. They are usually driving around 50
MPH and it is next to impossible for residents of Rolling Valley Suhdivision to exit onto Rolling
Road safely. The traffic signal recently installed at Barnack Road has helped somewhat in that it
creates a break in traffic occasionally.

I have several concerns about the construction plans:

Drainage: It appears that the completed road will be higher than our property. I am aware that
drainage from the road inside the curbs will be directed to the storm water management facilities;
however, as I read the plans, there will be a slope from the curb down to our property. There are
several houses next to ours that are at a higher elevation than ours (but lower than the new road).
How will runoff past the curb be drained? If there is no drainage provided outside the curb,
water runoff will probably run to Greeley and into my yard. Please address this. Also, please
write into the contract that during construction, water runoff must be controlled and kept out of

our vard.

Sound Barrier: Our house is approximately 25 feet from the curb of the completed road. The
existing wooded area on Rolling Road adjacent to our house currently muffles the road noise to
some extent. When the trees are removed for construction of the widened road, the noise will be

unbearable and a sound barrier will be a necessity.

Temporary Easement: I understand the 15 foot easement on our property will be taken over for
use during construction, Will this easement be graded and resceded before being returned? If
the road is higher than our property, will a retaining wall be constructed? What steps will be
taken to keep down the dust and debris during construction since it will be only ten feet from our

house?

Driveway: Anytime there is construction of any type on Rolling Road (pavement patching, etc.)
construction vehicles block our driveway. They plan to be there “only a few minutes,” but oft-
times it stretches to closer to an hour, What provision will be made to stop this? Canlgeta
construction supervisor’s cell phone number to call if I need to get out of my driveway? If you
hold a “Pardon Our Dust” meeting, I definitely would like to notified.

e
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Miller, @@ugias C.

Erom: N [ |/ 0L 1S
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2008 10:46 AM
To: NOVA Mesting Comments
Subject: - Rolling Road Widening Project

First, 1 don't see why this project is absolutely necessary. Rolling Road is a residentiat road and runs through West
Springfield Village with homes that are now very close to the roadbed. Whila | do not live on Rolling Road and will not be
affected by losing some of my frontage, it will impact me indirectly as well as every other resident in our Vitlage.

If this project is intended to be completed, | would fike fo see the foliowing restrictions:

1, The speed limit should be no higher than 30 miles. As we all know, everyone goes above the designated speed limit.
This 30 MPH limit must be enforced, Our children will need to cross Rolling Read in order to visit friends, go to school and
to use our swimming facifities. Excessive speed and a constant flow of traffic will make this aimost impossible.

5 It would be feasibie if there were plans to have a stop light in the vicinity of Viola. This would make it easier for cars
irying to enter Rolling Road during the evening rush hour traffic from the Parkway. The stop light at Barnack gives some
relief to this problem, but little during the evening rush. For residents whose homes frontage Rolling Road, it is nightmare
to back out of their driveways into traffic and onto Rolling Road.

3. Be sure o continue the walking path/sidewalk all the way to Old Keene Wil Road. Adding a bicycle path would be an
additional step in promoting exercise instead of jumping into our cars 1o fetch a few groceries.

4. Bury those hideous utllity lines during this project.
Please enter these comments in the record. Thank you,
Marion L. Evans

6813 Cabot Court
Springfield, VA 22152

Get trade secrets for amazing burgers. Watch "Cooking with Tyler Florence" on AOL Food.
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From: Beth Everett | j
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2008 4:03 PM
Tor NOVA Meeting Comments; ¢ ;

Subiject: Rotling Road Public Heart ﬂg “

Dear Rolling Road Widening Proiect Decision Makers,

kg the home cwner of 8110 Birmingham Lane, a corner lot being affected by the Rolling Road
widening proiect, I have commenis to pub on record sbout the final project plan.

T would first like to say that I appreciate the fact that VDOT has tried to listen to all

points of view in this matter, and that I agree seeking input from all constituents isg
important in anyv big decision facing a community.

Mow that the listening phase is complete though, I would Implore VDOT and the other policy
makers to remember that the dally welfare of thoge that live on, and immediately
surrounding, the stretch of rcad being widened are the most important stakeholders in this
issue. We, the homecowners, are the ones whose voices should be given the most welght and
consideration. We are the ones that invested our life’s savings inte these homes and pay
property taxes to live in them.

We alge pay state and foderal taxes w;th the expsctation that we will have free and
unimpeded access toe cur homes to attend work, pick up and dreop off our children and
grandchildren, shop for groceries, efc. Constituencies such as the bicycle lobby have
some valid points, and they are organized, persistent, and very loud, but again, please
remember, this does not / should not give them any more access to Rolling Road than those
of ug who actually purchased the land and continue to pay taxes on it.

That being said, the following concerns are very important to me:

1. Bikers do not need three means of access up and down Rolling Reoad [proposed trail,
sidewalk, and lane in the road]. The proposed access lane in the road should ba the
method thar bikers pursue up and down Rolling Road. In commuting, I note that most
bikers’ ride in the roads no matter what other options are available to them. I would
alsc like to see more signs indicating that bikers are reguired to follow the same traffic
protocol as motor vehicles; it is a rare occasion when I see a biker obeyving traffic signs

and signals. ’

2. I see no reason and no common sense in including an eight foot trail along Rolling
Road. Rolling Read is part of a residential neighborhood. Trails typically run through
parks or leong stretches of uninhabited land areas, not next to homecwners’ front doors.
It just does not make sense o have a trail on Relling Road.

3. Leave the speed limit at 30 mph. We all know that those who drive on Rolling Road
rarely drive the speed limit. More often, the driving speed is around 40-45 mph. If the
speed limit is raised, the speeding problem along that stretch of the road, where children
Iive and play, will only get worse, and scomeone might get hurt or killed. additional
the folks that have toc get in and out of the community on that stretch of the road, where
iights are not presgent, will have an even harder time with higher posted speed limits,
wasting time and gas, getting more frustrated because we can not get in and out of our own
homes.

4. 244 a licht at one of the larger intersections. There has to be a way to slow the
traffic and allow breaks f[or homsowners Lo get on and off Relling Reoad. An extra light
could help with these ilssuss.

5. A sixteen foot median seams excessive. Make the median smaller and leave gsoms mors

property in the hands of the property owners.

&, My dx:ta&ay has been moved and ?edl“er ed to run in front of my home because of the
prodfect. If my driveway has o move, then it Just makes senge o move my car port to the
othar gide ratvher than run sy driveway my house. Please do not destroy the




T appreciate vour consideration of my concerns in this very important and very permanent
effort being undertaken by VDOT and the local/state government. DBut please remomber,
hikers and commuiers have travel options other than Rolling Road Buz we, the homeowners,
do not have the luxury of alternate optioms in this situarion uniess we sell our homes and
leave the community.

-

t=, 8110 Birmingham Lane, Springfield, VA 22153
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Miter, @&qg%as C.

From: Gary Ewart S

Sent: Monday, June 09, 2008 5:37 P _

To: NOVA Meeting Comments; springfield @fairfaxcounty.gov, chairman @fairfaxcounty.gov
Sublect: Rolling Road Widening

Dear Sirs:

Please take in consideration the needs of cyclists when developing and finalizing plans for widening Rolling Road.

While | am an Arlington resident, in the recent past, | was a frequent cyclist along Rolling Road. in 2000 and 2001 a friend
of mine who lived off rolling road were training for a triathion and frequently included stretches of Rolling Road as part of
the our training routes. The ride along Rolling Road was challenging in that 1) traffic speeds were prelty tast 2) the
shoulder was narrow to nonexistent. We both are experience cyclists comfortable riding in traffic, however, the lack of
shoulder along Rolling Road made that section of our ride a bit nerve racketing, even for two experiented cyclists.

Tragically, my training pariner was killed on 9/11 at the Pentagon and my rides along Rolling Road have ended. However,
| hope for the sake of other cyclists you will consider including on road improvements that will make cycling along Boiiing
Road safer and more accessible as part of the Roliing Road widening process.

Please let me know if you have guestions or would like additional information.

Ge

Gary Ewart

Director, Government Relations
Amaerican Thoracic Society

1150 18th Street, N.W., Suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20036

Phone: 202 296-9770

Fax: 202 296-9776
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COMMENT SHEET
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPOR]

DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Locaticn:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. - 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
{Presentation at 6:00) _ ' " Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

%ﬁfﬁgigomm ?ﬁé? *?é{i’ éﬂ@m(&
" (PLEASE PRINT)

ADDRESS: WA Smithfels af - P ALY

1. Please provide us with any additional information that you helieve will assist VDOT in
develoning the final design of this project: .~/ ¢ . ” ;

Wi6 need G Nowzltund B 2 {j& oast), Haiag o Grer House
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R Mofordls D Soid 4558 Ziyurong) This Orosect wil Defimy Mg

el fond « No iore™ Sevtwnian pocl (_Tol47Y Land mom MY Gack Gend. goe F

T

Do you live in a home that will have on-street parking in frontof it? VYes_ = Nop—"
3. Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes Mo _¢

Yoo Can't Confrol Sfedd bimiY, (s an (SSue i
W deshniang R A PR N I, TAF U, e{%«é Yo sell b Rsfnd ne
& onr o wWida X Kanowt Tl it'S onda §T

If ne, what other features would you ke to see incorporated inte the design? i
é?éi‘ ¥

4, Do vou support the design of the project as presented here tonight?
2. Yes . Yes, with the modifications listed:

b. No _=" If no, why pot? e
A\ v meed ts o add a Tuging lane, This Frowd (1 impact

omy Reel ¢sVoke vetuwe for Sans To Come W wonl be 6Bl To self our
DU es LiNe Do ComPEl. Fhis Profedt (2ot 2016).
Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, er mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side,

State Project: 0638-029-156, P104, R204, C504
Federal Project: STP-5401(691) UPC: 5559
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Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this project? Yes___ Mo
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Miller, Bﬁggjas .

From: Jon Fowler jisie oraet]

Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2008 8:41 PM .

To NOVA Meeting Comments; chairman @ fairfaxcounty.gov; Pat. Herrity @ fairfaxcounty.gov
Subject: Rolling Road Widening Project

5, o 1

My wife, Debble, snd T live at 6702 Roliing rRoad, the oyash ilmpact zone at the top o
wi11 south of Greeley. We have owned, and occupied, the property sinpe 1885, We will
unable to attend the meeting on June 12th, bub we have the fpliowing comments about the
 wigening of Rolling Road.

!
B

oot

&

1. Eliminate the on-road picycle lane. It will connect to nothing. There is &
bioycle path, not on-road, further north by rhe government center, put nothing on 014
Keepe Mill and nothing south on Rolling. Tell the bicyclists to live with what is
congistant with the surrcunding roadways. The stretch of Rolling from the government
center north to the railroad bridge has aidewalk on only one aide of the road so we are
already giving up more than “he connecting areas.

7 wliminate the cn-streel parking. Give all properties facing Rolling Road a double
apron and dirveway =0 rhat we can pull in and out of our driveways rather than backing
into or out of the readway. We widened our driveway because backing in or out at the top
of the curve/hill is impossible. We gave up S0WE on the vard in order Lo have our 3
children pull in and out over concern for thelr safety. we currently have a single apron
opening and to widen it would be helpful.

gome of the driveways of other propertieg on Rolling might have Lo be
moved from one side of the yard to ancther. would VDOT be willing to
help with some on the landscape changes yather than purchase the land outright?

3 Bury the utility lines. safety, line of sight, appearance of the Village in
peneral, all benefic.

4. Tnetall a traffic gignal at Viola and asliing. The signal at Barnack has slowesd
the traffic coming upb the hill and around the curve.

4 serond bresk in traffic flow in the village will help to keep the spead of traffic a
1ittle more reascnable. The people who 1ive off of viola need a hreak getting out of
rheir neighborheod.

5. FKeep the guard rall at the top of the hill/curve. The hill and curve will be
somewhat flattened/straightened but not eliminated. The guardrall has cut Gown
dramitically on the number on accidents which occcur at the top of the hill/curve, in our
vard and the vard next door.

We are no longer on & first name basis with the police and Fire/rescue crews from down

the street.

Jon and Debbie Fowler
6702 Rolling FRoad
springfield, VA 22152

[



Miiter, @msgias C.

From: JOE FRANGIPANE (uSuSiapmen o §
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2008 9:11 PM

Yo NOVA Mesting Comments

Sublect: FW: Rolling Road Widening Project

| am a resident of Rhygate, a townhouse subdivision of Rolling Road. | want to thank all those
involved that have tried 1o get gveryone's needs met with the Rolling Road Project (Project).
However, there are still a number of aspects of the Project that do concem me based on what | heard
at June 12 meeting and my own general observations. My suggestions/ recommendations for the
Project are as follows:
v Project Should be Downsized from the Current Plans.
v Some More Timely Improverents Are Needed.
v Further Modifications Are Needed to the 4 Lane Project to Get All Stakeholders on Board
Here's my support for the above mentioned suggestions/recommendations.
1. Project Should be Downsized from the Current Plans
it appears that most if not all of the residents living along Rolling Road are against the Project for a
number of reasons. ! will try to summarize the more important concerns that | have and what | heard
over the years from other residents along the road:
v Reduced property values along the road;

Higher projected costs than currently estimated;

Not cost justified by the projected road usage,

Delays along the road during construction will be extensive;
v There has not been enough consideration provided for bus and bicycle usage.
(1) | believe the planned road improvements will significantly decrease the tax assessed value of a
number of properties that border Rolling Road, and will be a further drain on the tax ravenues of
Fairfax County. | say this based on my experience as a realtor in the area, and seeing the price
declines of properties that border on the Fairfax County Parkway in Springfield, Burke, and Fairfax. A
number of my clients have refused to consider nice homes for sale that border on the Fairfax County
Parkway because of noise and the sight of those wall barriers.

< o=

Since it was announced that money was available for the widening of Rolling Road, the values of
properties bordering Rolling Road have experienced a much greater decline than other properties in
the Springfield area. As a matter of fact, there have been a number of distressed properties

sales (bankruptcies and short sales) on Rolling Road. I'm afraid the completion of the Project will lead
to a further increase in the number of distressed properties sales since a 4 lane road will further
reduce the number of potential purchasers of properties on and within a close proximity of Rolling
Road. You may not know but property values are already down significantly on those properties
directly on the road. | don’'t know how anyone is going to going o be able to sell some of the
properties that have little if any frontage left after the Project is complete, | see the same

thing happening on Rolling to some of the properties bordering on Lee Chapel after the recent
expansion of that road from 2 1o 4 lanes.

(2.) | believe the final cost estimates will be much higher than the current estimates of $24.5 million
for several reasons. First, placing the utility wires underground was not included in the proposed
estimate. | believe it is a necessity that the project includes underground utilities. We have had
several recent incidents with trees falling that have impact on our utility services. In one recent
incident several weeks ago, homeowners in Rhygate could not get out of their homes for the morning
commute because of free damage and a downed power line that was across the entrance to our
community. Second, | expect that not enough consideration has been provided for the cost of right of

i%



ouiright by VDOT since there is no way that the resulting land can safely accommaodate the
accupants. Other properties will significantly lose value from the planned barrier wails. | say this
based on my experience with marketing properties that border the Fairfax County Parkway. Third, 1
don't believe the estimate has factored in the true cost of the barriers that need to be consiructed as

part of the Project.

(3.) | don't believe that the road usage numbers presented at the meeting support an increase from a
2 to 4 lane highway. The statistics provided at the meeting for the projected road usage for the next
20+ years are under what is required to support a 4 lane road. Also, | guestion whether the usage will
actually hit the projected 32,000 cars by 2031 based on other factors. For example, there are no
projections included for the reduced amount of road usage due fo the impacts of the higher cost of
fuel or the increase in mass transportation. I think this will be an important factor in the coming years
as more people switch to mass transit options and try to move closer to their work. Also, | believe the
actual road counts over the last several years maybe misleading since more people used this road
when the mixing bowl project was under construction. The usage seems to be considerable less
since the mixing bowl has been completed. Finally, the flow on the road appears to have improved as
a result of recent improvements made to the intersection of Old Keene Mill Road and other

improvements.

(4.} it appears that the planned improvements to Relling Road are scheduled to start after the
completion of the Fairfax County Parkway through the Fort Belvoir proving grounds and along Rolling
Road. | understand that the latter project includes changes and/or movement of parts of the existing
Rolling Road close to the Fairfax County Parkway. My concern is for the impact on those using
Rolling Road on a daily basis throughout the construction of both projects. it could be that those
users would be looking at a construction period in excess of 4 years, with all the associated delays

and inconveniencies,

(5.) The last point on mass transit leads me to another concemn. There was a lack of discussion of the
impacts on the Project to Metro bus usage. The comment made at the meeting was that Metro
doesn't want any stops along the rcad. This comment was very surprising and alarming to me and
some of the other residents. Currently, there are a number of bus stops along the road and residents
use Metro bus to get to the Springfield Metro. | don't know whether the comment means that

Metro won't have any Metro bus routes along Rolling Road after the project is completed? If so, this
is a serious concern to residents. Also, the current plans for the road may need a further look
because of the comments and concems related to bicycle usage. While it is good to factor in

bicycle usage on the road, residents expressed a concern related to a narrower bicycle path than
standard and wider lanes along the road to allow the usage of bicycles on the traffic part of the road.
Therefore, more planning is needed to determine the best option for bicycles.

2. More Timely Improvements Are Needed to Rolling Road
| believe that improvements are needed fo make the stretch of Rolling Road a safe place to travel
and that such improvements can not wait until 2012 or 2014,

The statistics presented at the meeting on road fatalities indicated that 3 persons have been killed on
the same strength of Rolling Road over the last 3 years. Therefore, if we wait until 2014 to have any
improvements in place and if similar fatalities occur, we are looking at another 6 casualties before
any improvements are made. In my opinion, that is totally unacceptable statistic, especially

when limited improvements can be made to the road beforehand that will increase the safety and
reduce the potential fatalities on the road.

There are several areas along Rolling Road that need improvements well before 2012, including the

15



rogd hat Nas causeda ail of e delay accigents. | Nave not seen any contnual backups on Holing
Road during rush hour except at Greeley, all due to the lack of left turn lanes from either direction.
The improvements made 1o the intersection of Rolling and Old Keene Mill Rd. has greatly reduced
the backups, even during the morning and afternoon commutes. it appears to me that VDOT

has already obtained sufficient right of way near the Greeley intersection o undertake these
improvements as soon as possible. | would be surprised if any of these changes would be
protested by the local residents, who have to put up with the unsafe conditions daily on this part of

the road.

Besides the safety issue, the stretch of Rolling Road at issue in this Project is in poor condition.
VDOT has spent considerable time and money in patching streiches of Rolling Road at issue here
over the last six months. However, | must say that VDOT's efforis at patching the road, while
laudable, have not made the stretch of road either more drivable or astatically looking. The road is
bumpy, especially in the areas that have been patched. | would expect considerable more patching
over the next four years, at a much higher cost than if the road was resurfaced in the traditional
manner. | would appreciate if someone from VDOT drive on the road and observe the poor condition,
including the smoothness of the paiches that have been recently installed.

In summary, the safety aspects alone should make modest improvements fo the road a priority
during the next several years, and not wait until 2012 1o start such improvements. | don't believe that
cost should be a factor because of the positive cost/benefits of these needed improvements.

3. Planned Changes to the 4 lane Project
I heard a number of residents make comments or suggestions on a number of aspects {o the
proposed 4 lane project. | will summarize those that | can remember that need further consideration:

v Creation and location of the holding pond on Springfield Golf Course property niext to the
Rhygate development. The addition of the holding pond will expand the cost of the project, result in
an eyesore io the residents of Rhygate and the entire area, and remove an existing buffer of trees

that is needed in the area.

v The addition of sound walls for the Rhygate community and other residences who are
negatively impacted by the project. Also, I believe that another noise study is needed in connection
with the project since the current noise study was based on computer modeling for both before and
after results. It appears to me that the current noise levels should be used as a base for the noise
level before and reflect existing tree coverage. | understand that removal of trees for the project was
not considered because the depth of the removed trees were less less than 100 feet. This
appears ridiculous since any amount of tree coverage will reduce both the impacts of traffic noise and
the other negative impacts on the road.

v There has not been adequate consideration provided for bus usage and bicycle usage
needs to refined.

v There needs to be additional focus on the problems with residents coming out of Keene
Mill developments and the traffic going and coming from the businesses iocated at the shopping
center in front of the Sunoco gas station center on Rolling Road and Old Keene Mill Rd. The traffic
patterns are very unsafe and will cause additional issues if the road is expanded to 4 lanes.

v The maximum post speed on Rolling Road has to be further studied based on the driving habits
of the road users. | believe that the actual speeds of users of the proposed 4 lane road will continue
to make it unsafe for drivers based on the engineering comments | heard at the meeting.
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Thank you for giving me an opportunity to provide these commenis.
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 COMMENT SHEET
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING

Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:

Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
(Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NAME . )
{OPTIONAL): i\“@ vt d EUEAR
(PLEASE PRINT)
ADDRESS: 751 @iew B Wl f s 7 220
i. Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist YDOT in
developing the final design of this project: ) N ,
R, Vit »IUeting WANT will wards el
5
2. Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this project? Yes®. Ne
Do vou live in a home that will have on-street parking in front of it? Yes  Ne
3 Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,
hicyclists, and other users of the faclity? Yes — No___
If no, what other features would you like to see incerporated into the design?
4,

Bo y@@&%}prt the design of the project as presented here tonight?

a. Yes Yes, with the medifications listed:

b. Mo If no, why not?

Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
16 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008} to the addressee on the reverse side.

State Project: 0538-070-156, 104, R204, €304
Federal Project: STP-3401(681) UPC: 5559



Miiler, Douglas C.

Frot: Dennis Gehley fERSMEGRS
Sent: Sunday, June 01, 2008 1:00P
To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Cc: P PR

Subiecl: Rolling Road Widening Project
To Whom it May Concern:

My name is Dennis Gehley and [ live in West Springfield Village. i have been a resident of the

Village for the last 30 years at 6901 Barnack Drive. 1 am in fayor of the Roiling Road widening

project, including bicycle paths and foot paths all the way to Route 644 — Old Keene Mitl Road.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

Dennis M. Gehley
Springfield, VA

703-451-6764



Hiitler, Qmsgias C.

G okortin

From L

Senl: Friday, May 30, 2008 9:08 AM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Ce: RS a oly peyion.Onks @ fairfaxcounty.gov
Subject: Rolling Road, Springfieid.

T really don't care if you widen rhe road or nol.

any work you do needs to he performed by bettier CcontTactors and inspectors that vou have
uged in the past.

Also please replace the speed limit sign removed by the contractor chat widened the road
for the step light at Barnack and Rolling.

Lastly , enforce or caused to be enforced, the SPERD LIMIT, just do itti

This road is a cut through for varicus areas and commutors going and coming from work are
gpeeding at high rates af speed daily without any control from the enforcement arm of the
law.

T waz sitting at the new stop light sunday A.M. , A driver went around me on the left and
ran the light and proceeded toward Keene Mill road at a high rate of speed. This really

nappened.

e

Y

aul Goforth



Miiler, @@ggias C.

From: Hal Grant# il
Bent: Sunday, June 01, 2008 6:49 PM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subject: Rolling Road Project

Dear Madams/Sirs:

We are very much opposed to the widening of Rolling Road, for the following reasons:

It is a great expenditure of our tax money - aur taxes are already too high! itis not needed or wanted, only by bike riders
(who do not live in West Springfield Village) and commercial interests. The tax money is needed in other areas more, and
to improve the existing roadway.

It will inconvenience the citizens who five in West Springfield Village during construction.

it will take land away from the citizens that live on Rolling Road.

It will bring more traffic and the traffic will not obey the speed laws.

The congestion that now occurs on Rolling Road could be alleviated by the widening of Roliing Boad at the intersection of
Greely Blvd so that there are left turns lanes in both north and south directions.

Thank you for your consideration,

WMarge and Hal Grant
7H05 Barnack Drive
Springfield, VA 22153
703-569-0497



T, UQQ%!&S %oa

From: michelleham S %?’éfm E%W

Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2008 12:22 PM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subject: Widening of Rolling Road

The road is desparately in reed of vepa Taka caution though, if the speasd limit is
nocreased, drivers will go in cass of uﬁat speed by 5-10 mph.

There needs to be furn lanes, Dark:hg Tanes on the side for these who live there.
mhe traffice flow will substantially increase due the EPG ang other pre*ec 8.
Cornsideration for usg living nser RR and using it as a main artery te get into and out
cur neighborhoods should be a priority, not Just a side note.

T+ needs to benefit us as well as the projected increase in traffic Flow.

5i

necerely, Michelle Hamilton



Miller, Dougias C.

Erom: Bill Harvey
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2008 12:23 AM
To! NOVA Mesting Comments
Subject: Rolling Road

Good Evening:

We are long time residents in the Village who are against widening Rolling Road (RR). We understand the role of vDOT
is to provide the expertise 10 engineering and safety issues. VDOT collects the data, provides some analysis, and
somehow the political process comes up with a game pian. Over the years, we have heard various explanations about
how this project got started and how various elected officials have been involved of not involved with the RR project.

in one of the public hearings some years ago, a VDOT representative said, » . this project [RR] was not our idea, but came
as a task from the County as part of the development plan.” More recently we have heard that VDOT is advising our iocal
officiais and the Village Association that the world is going to come 1o an end uniess RR becomes widet, especially that
part of the road shat runs through our Village. Hopefully, you can see how confusing this information has become.

Recently, we have heard that there are two basic argurnents for the RR project. One is because the politicians are saying
it is rsaded 1o Move sorward” and the other is because VDOT says RR is nearing capacity. We are appealing to the
political types to stop the RH project. n our view the political argument doas not hold up. Maybe they have tried to adept
the rational of actions using the current national model, but unfortunately that modei has proven to be badly flawed. This
kind of “argument” is & statement of fact, not an argument on why it should be done, and is very easy 1o refute, So that

argument lacks any depih.

Next is VDOT presentation to the Village Association shat RR is about to reach capacity. Even so, of all the road work
needed in this area, RR has 10 be an embryo in the pool of road projects in the area of Springfield and the Burke. In
Eairfax County, it probably is not even included in the alga that floats on top of the water. | travel RR everyday, both during
the rush hour and in non-rush nour traffic. Seldom is there a back up and when there is, it is the north bound RR traffic
caught at Old Keene Mill intersection with those wanting to turn left off of BR onto Old Keene heading west.
Parenthetically, had VDOT allowed for two left tum lanes, which there seems to be plenty of room to have done, we would
not have that backup. Anyway, the politicians’ statement simply seems 1o address an agenda that is not being disclosed.

As to the argument RR needs o be widened because of increased traffic is perhaps more of an argument. However, the
data is based on predictions. These predictions, at best are based on a set of assumptions that are only guesses for the
out years, and have fistle merit in the short term for a mufti-million dollar expense. Consequently, the Retumn on
investment, which the County and the State say they are deeply committed t0 upholding, is in the minus numbers.

After the mixing bowl opened some years ago, the carpool joke was thal the engingers who designed that mess had to

have been drunk at that the time. This time, i seems the engineers just may he the sober party in this sifty game of
sesing how much money ¢an be spent, and the political types are she ones drunk with power, they will sober up at the

revelation of the next elaction.
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Regards,

Bill & Deanna Harvey



Miller, i)@agi;a;s C.

From: Robert Havey |

Sent: Monday, May 19, 2008 7:46 P

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

cor springfield @fairfaxcounty.gov; DeiDAbo @house stale.va.us
Subject: Roliing Road

Rolling Road between Old Keene Mill and the Fairfax County Parkway is not the worst road in the county on which to back
out of a driveway. Sections of Lawyers Road, Fort Hunt Road, Guinea Road and Prosperity Ave are all as heavilty travellad
and have places where backing out is extremely dangerous, as opposed o inconvenient hecause you have to waft for
traffic to clear. There are also roads where making a left out of a side street is much more difficuit. The proposed bike

fane only aggravates the situation

Widening Rolling Road and increasing the speed limit (or at least the travelling speed) will increase the danger and
inconvenience for the residents to the level of the other roads without any real penefit to anyone. Decreasing yravel time
going North only gets you to the traffic lam at Old Keene Mill Road a little Quicker, and traveliing South the same traffic
jam will serve to limit the traffic flow. Additionally, there is no place for development or new destinations North of Old

Keene Mill Boad.

Locally, it would be more heneficial to finish Hooes Road Between Sitverbrook and Route 123, widen Lee Chapel Road
between the Fairfax County Parkway and Route 123, and fix Rolling Road between the Fairfax County Parkway and
Fullertion Road.

Aside from the badly needed resurfacing, no one will henefit from the proposed “simprovements” to Rolling Read. |would
prefer 1o take my chances with future traffic jams to the near certainty of someone getting hurt or killed on a fast moving

road to nowhere,

Roberi Havey
6307 Rolling Road

Springfield, VA 22152
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CGMNT SI;EET Eairfay Prafin / Crminaering
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION T -
DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. ~ 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
{Preseniation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NAME A Lo
(OPTIONAL): /? b bor 7 /éé 2o/e

(PLEASE PRINT)
ADDRESS: _ & GO 7 Aplloaig /2D ZIP:

22075 2

i Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist VDOT in

developing the final design of this project: _ ,
O i rhr JELE LI PN bl (I JEATFY 4=
el D OE fe e TRE e Pl N P ks sk P e

el A A e W I o s D

Z. Do you support the inciusion of en-street parking with this project? Yes Mo__
Do you live in a bome that will have on-street parking v front of it? Yes = Ko
i i PR AL p A FTCOL T e S (5T
coaty nges, [ peradd rg&;—---d’ Swir P 2 [T pra aptm g ’
H Do you think the design of this project will meet the neetls of motorisfs, pedéstrians,
bicychists, and other users of the facility? Yes Ne_><
If no, what other features would you like o see incorporated into the design?
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T ot Pih s P o7R B PSS AT LSk rEl] S A RRI RS,
P R e R W W AN e i 0 TE R & BB AR

L /eﬁ? ’,@,}*J &

4. Deo you support the design of the project as presented here tonight?
a. Yes Yes, with the modifications fisted:

h. No__ 2% If po, why not? ) ) . - »
g ARt P BT L5 (L ORT T T %5 GTE ST
et i JO LR b H TE LS FROTEET G BTE RS
D fEEEPS AL R
Please leave this comment sheet at the designated toeation, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008} to the addressee on the reverse side.

Sate Project: 0638-029-156, P1o4, R204, 304
Federal Project: STP-S40L(681) UPC 3559




Hiller, Qﬁugias o,

Erom: Robert Havey® Y
Sent: Saturday, June 21, 2008 4:37 P
Tor NOVA Meeting Comments

Ce: John 1. Coocley'

Zubiject: Rolling Road Widening Project

i have already submitted a nandwritten comment sheet.

| do not see how widening Folling Road will improve my safety, and { still cannot understand where the additional traffic
would come from. Simply widening te road will not reduce traffic. Old Keene il Road was impassable most mormnings
hefore the Amherst Avenue overpass and the bus pull-offs were instafled.

My first preference would be not to do the project at all.

My second preference would be to eliminate the asphalt “rail” on the West side of Rolling Road. If you are
accommodating bicycles in the main roadway, there is no need to further trash the neighborhood with an asphalt path that
will be ugly in this context. Replacing it with a 5 foot concrete side walk would be an improvement. On the subject of the
side walk, it is not clear to me why you are talking about a 5 foot sidewalk instead of the existing 3 foot sidewalks.

| have no opinion on the parking lanes vs the double wide driveway aprons. Although | currently take advantage of the
parking lane to get out of my driveway, | live on the corner of Springfieid Village Drive. Most of my guests that are
intimidated by Rolling Road take advantage of the option 10 park on Springfield Village Drive. ltis my intent to try to get my

driveway redirected 1o Springfield Village Drive when the acquisition phase begins, giving me the option of using Graeley
Boulevard to get to Old Keene Mill Road.

Bob Havey

6307 Rolling Boad

in



mitlier, Dsugias C.

Front Thomas.M.Hayes "

Senl: Tuesday, June 10, 2008 7:59 AM

Tol NOVA Meeting Commenis

Subjech rioliing Road frmprovements

near VOOT - ter's selze the cp§oztuﬁity ro maKe rolling woad more hike friendly auring the
; reene Mill tO Lhe ParkWay. This narrow

sonstructicn sroject for the prece fyom 014

srretaoh really noeds & dedicared bhike facility to make it safe., Recent fuel price
increases are 1ikely tO remain with us. and makind this stretch of road accessible TO
oyclists will help religve congestion. Thanks . Tom Hayes 10014 Raeburn Court, rairiax,
ya 22032



VIRGINIA @E?I%R’EE@‘%’E oF {E%NS?GE{?XSE@E%
DESIGN PUBLIC HEARIN G

Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:

Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. — §:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
(Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheel wili become part of the public record for this project.
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Eo{;‘L WAk BD Wﬁ@ 29152

o

1. ” ?igsge ?i’&‘;‘ﬁiﬁ% us with any additional information that you helieve will assist VDOT in
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Do your support fhe inclusion of om-street] apking wits GS
Do you liveinz home that will have gn-street parking §7  Yes A Mo
(A% CompEeT DESGA SHowON )

3. Do you think the design of this project will meet ¢he needs of motorisis, pedestrians,
hicyclists, and eiher users of the factlity?  Yes___ No X '
B B0, w%m% other ieamz‘eg wouid you fike to see mmr@@mwé mm the &es&gﬁ*?

s n) Dore woT ALLOW) MY L o 2lAY

T e

.':gm T ThEES AWAY WY PARKI
m‘?’ WALKERS il B »:,:.L@

Do you support e design of the projeci as presented bere tonight? d
2. Yes YVes, with the modifications listed:

;{m‘:.‘.

h, Ne ¥ Hupe ‘?%’EE? mﬁ’ﬁ 'I L,swz—: o SET TwE PROEC T BE MM%&‘LLJ:}

T < BEATES Mﬁj&%@ TR M\g »-%M cw mr& Q t*fr?"mm Al %fdi:&
ot ©F THE o BE
Please lpave iy comment | sései at the 5.%:9%%‘”%3%&%3 ocation, of mail your mmﬁ*ﬁmas Wi E%’?‘%
B DAYS ﬁ:gg&aﬁ;mag&e:é by Fane 12, 2008} to {he nddresses O “Wie reverse side.

State Project: 0638-029- 156, P104, R204, €504
Pederal Project; STP- 5401(601 UPC: 5559
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4 COMMENT SHEET
VIRGINEA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTAT
DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 _ West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. ~ 8:00 pm. £100 Rolling Road
(Presentation at 6:00) Springfieid, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this preject.

NAME , / : v
(OPTIONAL): Cypeces Mo per  fTLIGHES
(PLEASE PRINT)
G s S, M 05
ADDRESS: /06 S HELOLo2EL - B g e LD E
1 Please previde us with &ﬁy.&éﬁéiﬁﬁﬁ&é information that you believe will assist VDOT in
developing the final desigs of this project:
2. Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this project? Yes___ Mg

Do you live in a home that will have on-street parking in front of 1?7  Yes. . Ne

3. Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes__. Mo__
If ne, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?

4, Do vou support the design of the project as presented hiere tonight?
8. ¥es Yes, with the modifications listed:

7
b

b, Mo i If no, why not? s
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/Please leave this chmment sheét at the éesigngigﬁé{%éﬁ@n? or mail your comments %?iﬂ%ﬁf/f
19 DAVYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side. -
e
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. - 8:00 pm. £100 Rolling Road
(Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NAME
(OPTIONAL): PETER _JPWNEY
(PLEASE PRINT)
ADDRESS: 7830 PAmris 04157 OR, SIRIWEEIELD, 7] Zip: 22452
1. Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist VDOT in
developing the final éz?ig%’g of this projech:
Ty sponse its bl Fhe bedfecs Tl urrent sosd i3 ,
& sate %f LTI Thete g feawy 4#@5 Het need Fo wie
Aown + Iive ) r};
2. Do you support the inclusion of su-street parking with this project? Yes X No
De you live in a home that will have on-street parking in frontof it?  Yes No A
3, Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes_ﬁ, Mo
If no, what other features would you fike to see incorporated into the design?
4, Do veu suppert the design of the project as presented here tonight?

a. Yes z{ Yes, with the modifications listed:

b. No If ne, why not?

Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by Jusne 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse stele.

State Project: 0638-029-156, P104, R204, C504
Federal Project; STP-5401{691) UPC: 3559



Milier, Dougias .

From: Bruce A. Johnson ikt S

Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2608 11:30 PM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments; Pat Herrity, Gerry Connolly
Ceo Washington Area Bicyclists Association; John Feust
Subject: Rolling Road Widening

Dear Sir or Madame:

I am writing to reguest the inclugion of on-road bicveie facilities -- either a wider
right lane or bicycle lanes identical to those on Dranesville Rd. north of Hernden -- in
the Relling Road widening project that is being conzidered.

I have more than 40 years of experience cvoling for transportation and pleasure and have
logged well over 50,000 miles, most of them on Washington-area roads, since T moved to
this area 235 years ago, and I have served on the board of the Potomac Pedalers Touring
Club, one of the largest lecal bicycling clubs in the country. I know & thing or two
about bicycle safety and about what things impede people from bicycling for transportation
PUTDOSESs .

Rolling Read is a major artery and a critical link for thousands of Norrthern Virginia
residents. Some of these people might be convinced to get cut of their cars and bicycle
to work or for shopping and errands, but not if Rolling Road is designed in a way that
makes them feel unsafe.

Some people will argue that parallel sidepaths and sidewalks are adequate for bicyelists:
however, they are more dangercus because the cyclist must cross severy intersecting road or
driveway as a pedestrian

~- a situation in which he has legal right-of-way but no rights in practice -- and because
sidepaths encourage riding against traffic, which is exceadingly dangerous whether one igm
on the road or on the sidepanh.

Fairfax County, and the rest of Virginia as well, should include the needs of cyclists in
the design of all roadways as a matter of practice.

There should be no need for cyclists to write and request on-road bicvele facilities for
each individual road projects, any more than it should be necessary for motorists to write
to reguest lanes of adequate width.

.

hank yvou for considering my opinion. If you have any guestions, vou are welcome to call
me at my coffice during normal business hours, Monday-Fridav.
Bruce A. Johnson
833 Moffett Forge Rd4.
Herndon, Virginia 20170
703-742~8054 (h}
FE2-633-7320 (o)



mitier, Douglas C.

Erom: _ Lisa Kahn§ .

Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2008 11:22 PM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Ce: Misaghian, Hamid R., P.E DelDAbo@house.state va.us
Subjacht: Rolling Road Widening

Please rethink the decision to widen Rolling Road petween Old Keene Mil Road and the Fairfax County Parkway. There is
absolutely no benefit to the residents who live on or off this section of Rolling Road and it will only serve to attract MORE
commuters, not reduce congestion as you have suggested.

Resides, to widen Rolling Road between Old Keene Mill and the Parkway only to have Rolling Road narrow back down 10
one lane right at the entrance 1o the EPG wili not benefit anyone - commuters of residents.

| understand this project has been on the books for a number of years but that does not mean its still a practical use of
transportation funds.

Thank you.
Lisa Kahn
7108 Roliing Forest Avenue

Winter Forest Subdivision



flitler, Douglas C.

e
From: stamanst | /0L
Sent: Saturday, May 17, 2008 11:43 PM
To: NOVA Meeting Comments
Subject: rolfing road fairfax cty PH comment
Mr. Miller

T oam a freguant commuter of the Bolling Road corridor and have been for vyears. rlthough
any project like enis will inconvenisnce many pecple, the overall final product will more
vhan make up for it

I'm a supporter of the proposed project to widen Rolling Road from Xeene Mill R4 to th
Fairfax Cty. Parkway.

paula Kane, Burke regident



Miller, Boagias C.

Frony: Jorge Kuiionis el

Sent: Monday, June 09, 2008 6:26 PM

To: NOVA Meeting Commenis

Ce: springfield @falrfaxcounty.gov; chairm an@fairfaxcounty.gov
Subject: Rolling Road Widening

Dear Sirs

Please, support on-road bike facilities on the widening of Rolling Road

Sincersly

Jorge Kulionis

23
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From: Philip l.atasa i
Sent: Tussday, June 17, 2008 7:.43 PM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments
Ce: Duane Murphy
Subject: Rolling Road Widening Project

Roliing Road Widening Project. VDOT Public Meeting, 12 June, 2008

We are the Friends of Accotink Creek (www.accotink.org), a group of neighbors concerned about the well
being of our local watershed.

Our suggestions:

Environmental review has determined no negative impact, but why not have a positive impact?
Maximizing stormwater detention and infiltration may be the best way to have a positive impact.

A depressed median, rather than raised, could provide additional stormwater detention and infiltration.

Potential stormwater management pond on Springfield Country Club, rather than being a dry pond, couid
be a vegetated wet pond designed for maximum infiltration.

Provide the highest current standard of stormwater treatment for all runoff from this roadway, not just for
increased runoff,

Many highway interchanges offer the potential for stormwater treatment ponds. The Rolling Road/7100
interchange might be such a location, If additional stormwater treatment is needed.

The access lane to the stormwater management pond could be permeable. Permeable pavements, even
grass pavers, are well suited to litHe-used hard surfaces.

23
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Wooded areas cleared should be replaced acre for acre, perhaps in the Rolling Road/7100 interchange or
in the stormwater management pond.

The issues concerning inability to place sound walls at all desired locations may In some cases be
addressed by preserving or planting large trees.

Yours,

Philip Latasa

steward @ accotink . org

{7 (P (B

“Find just one other parson who cares.”

><({(*>" ., <7 L (B

Ses Exclusive Videos: 10th Annusal Youno Hoellvwood Swerds




#iller, Dougias C.

From: THOMAS LEDVINA jasistie

Sent: Saturday, June 14, 2008 10:28 PM
To: NOVA Meeting Comments
Subiject: Rolling Road Widening

Thomas N. Ledvina
6905 Brisbane St.
Springfield, Virginia 29152-3410
June 14, 2008

Re: Rolling Road Widening Project

Dear Sir or Madam:

| am a homeowner in the very near vicinity of the project, living less than 200 teet from Rolling Road.
| attended the design public hearing for the project and have several concems about the current

design.

| understand the need to improve the road infrastructure in this part of the county. Rolling Road is
already nearly overwhelmed during rush hours and the addition of commuter traffic to and from the
tacilities added by BRAC at Eort Belvoir will certainly make a bad situation worse. That said, the
designs offered so far appear to take a shoft-sigrited approach that may help traffic in the shortrun
put will change the nature of residential neighborhoods that surround it and be very costly in the long
term. Currently the frontage on Rolling Road consists of traditional homes on suburban lots and
several stretches of trees. The speed limit is an appropriate 30 mph. over most of the project area.

The road is consistent with the suburban residential neighborhoods on either side.

The proposed project would change much of that. it appears it will take substantiat portions of the
yards on existing homes and most of the trees in the vicinity of Greeley Boulevard and further north.
The design will attempt 10 pack a tremendous number of things (4 lanes, divider, sidewalk, path, etc.)
into a very small right of way. This will result in putting many of the existing residences much closer o
Rolling Road and, if they are not buried, moving the existing powarfteiephone/cabie utilities into front
yards. This will likely make the homes fronting on Rolling Road much less desirable. With the heavy
traffic on Rolling Road and the impacts on the yards, the project will create what amounis to a
plighted corridor through the middie of the existing neighborhoods. The design also provides almost
no realistic way for residents of neighborhoods on sither side of Rolling Road to cross the closest
travel lanes to turn onto Rolling Road. This is especially true for the neighborhoods east of Rolling
Road who want to turm south. The new light at Barnack provides no help and crossing two travel
lanes will be dangerous. Rolling Road will he changed like a stream that is "channelized” by placing it
in a concrete culvert. The traffic capacity may be increased, but any beauty or sense of connection
with the surrounding environment is lost. The result will be decreases property values for the
hundreds of homes in adjoining neighborhoods and loss of tax revenue.

Given the likely impacts to homes on Rolling Road itself, a majority of the homeowners may be willing
sell their entire property rather than having part of it condemned. VDOT should explore a design that
features a wider right of way, obtained by purchasing homes on one side of Rolling Road. This will

2
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more trees as natural sound breaks, and would retain a more open, rasidential appearance. While
admittedly this will increase the price of the project, the protection of property values and tax
revenues from the surrounding neighborhoods should repay the investment.

It is also critical that the project design include burying the existing pole-mounted utilities, which are
dangerous and an eyesore. If these utilities are relocated into front yards, they will further contribute
to giving Rolling Road the appearance of an urban street and will be out of character with the
surrounding residential neighborhoods.

Finally, the project should include adding a traffic light to allow residents from the adjacent
neighborhoods east of Rolling Road 1o cross traffic lanes to turn south on Rolling Road. A light at
Bellamy would provide this capability.

Sincerely,

isll
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From: Walter Lin

Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2008 7:49 AM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Ca springfield @ fairfaxcounty.gov; DelDAbo@house state.va.us
Subject: Rolling Road Public Meeting

To whom it may concern:

| am a member of the Civic Association for West Springfield Village and live on Ontario Street. The
widening proposal for Rolling Road is of great concern to my family and my neighbors. | appreciate
the fact that VDOT and some political leaders will attend the May 22nd and June 12th public
meetings. Thank you. | do not know what your agenda for those meetings will be, but | have heard
that you will show the engineering plans. | unfortunately will not be able to attend the June 12th
meeting, but will on May 22nd. I hope you will be able to provide answers to the questions | pose in
this email as I'm sure it has already been considered as part of the project planning process. | think it
would be beneficial for the public to understand some of the answers.

1 What is the status of the project in terms of funding, decision making, and time fine? Which
political leaders support and don't support this project?
2. How much time will 4 lanes reduce the bottlenack of traffic that you project? One thing | hope you
and our political leaders understand is that traffic is only about 8 hours a day for 5 days a week. This
project, if fulfilled, will have a permanent impact on local residents 24 hours a day; 7 days a week. |
think the public needs to fully understand the cost-benefit analysis of this whole project.
3 | have seen several traffic volume projections. Those figures, in the tens of thousands, do not
automatically resonate with the layman. it would be helpful for your to translate those figures into
meaningful terms 1o citizens who are not in your profession. .
4. Of the traffic volume figures that | have seen, it shows af increase in volume after widening
compared to not widening. it sounds like this project will only invite more traffic. Please explain. | may
be misinterpreting the statistics.
5. What is the growth rate used in your projections and is it consistent with other rates used by
others? Is it consistent with historical trends in this area? .
6. How long will the widening from start to finish take? If not long, why not move this project closer 10
a mare critical ime in the future. The traffic volume projections | have seen seen go from 2005 to
2012 and then 19 years out to 2031. | think decisions need to be made much closer. There seems o
he too much speculation and uncertainty involved in the decision making process to far in advance.
7. I've heard many times that the mission of VDOT is to move traffic, but my opinion is that traffic
needs to be channeled onto more appropriate routes. Widening the route that travels through my
neighborhood only directs more wraffic into my neighborhood. The intent of the Fairfax County
Parkway was to take the brunt of the traffic, correct? The Parkway is a high speed route for a reason
regardless of congestion. It needs to take on the traffic it was intended for.
8. How does VDOT and our political leaders intend to mitigate the risk of accidents 10 pedestrians
and residents? Myself, school children, and neighbors cross Rolling Road on a daily basis. | have
seen accidents where cars do not stay confined to the roadway. Even police cars do not respect
pedestrians or cross walks that give the right of way to pedestrians. How do you expect this to occur
after the widening? What is the historical rate of accidents on Rolling Road and how is that projected
io grow with and without the widening? _
g. Lately, | have heard rumors about the status of funding for different parts of Rolling Road and the
Parkway related to BRAC. | know you all are trying to efficiently spend our tax dollars, but | am
extremely disappointed in the recent patchwork done on Rolling Road. | assume that this temporary
#ix was selected because you expect the widening to occur soon. Given the uncertainty of the future
i



responsibly spend our tax doliars on roads. Are the same people making these decisions alsc

" making decisions on the outcome of Rolling Road? The public deserves more accountability by all
involved. | hope everyone is carefully considering the consequences of what is proposed, and not
succumbing to scare tactics on an uncertain future to justify this project.

My apologies for such a long email, but these are questions in my mind, which | believe | am not

alone. | look forward fo tonights meeting at Rolling Valley Elementary and | hope you and our political
" leaders keep the public adequately informed. Thank you for your time.

Walter Lin



COMMENT SHEET
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF T RANSPORTATION
DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING

Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:

Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. - 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
{Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NAME e .
(OPTIONAL): AN T I L. Lo L;.,-c/

(PLEASE PRINT) a
S S Y o
ADDRESS: 6800 IXeLL /e Ropd SpORMEreld 2.2/5 2

L. Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist VDOT in
developing the final design of this preject:

2. Do you support the inclusion of on-sireet parking with this project? Yes___ Ne /
Do you live in 2 home that will have on-street parking in front of it? Yes fi_ No’

e e e
iy .

3. Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of odbstiians, .
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes_ . No R
* f no, what other features would you like to see incorporated intd the 0 esgg
g e . 4.0 o I
e 0 LU SO pie

{ LIk - ) i

0 Wnd it jaidfell Larls | Fareoe ST

4, Do you support the design of the project as presented here tonight? . o < /.
a._ Yes  Yes, with the modifications listed: __0.¢ b LA

P a1
] i

Lo L J : Do e ! ; SRy -3 -
Ciod je fanel, Rttt Srag . Eakid I e A sEdAds Ao
o W’L;@,{/@f A »

b. No____ Hno whynot? ( g ;o p i
’ Stiino Umadte Lé A%

Cit A, s 527%? .

£

Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail vour comments W ITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side.

State Project: 0638-(128-156, P104, RI04, C504
Federal Project: STP-5401(691) UPC: 3559



DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING

INTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Meeting Date and Time:
Thursday, June 12, 2008
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm.
(Presentation at 6:00

This comment sheet will become part of the

Meeting Locatiomn: _
West Springfield High School
6100 Rolling Road
Springfield, VA

pablic record for this project.

i_, SN AR 7 E Z,iJfbe’g "'g&(}

NAME
(OPTIONAL):
(PLEASE PRIND
| ) C ' s n /5 %
- ADDRESS: z =~/ / Sz éfﬁ‘zéﬁﬁ/g?’ﬁ Spiwg £1£ 1 W (AVE 22/
. e ! g 7 ¥
1. Picase provide us with any additional information that y@u‘beﬁi}eve will assist VDOT in
eveloping the final design of this project: " Al O~ .
N Ml agewrs ¥ 2 8 [fart S a8 Zer on

p A ) - 5
e Proun Doz,

2 Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this project? Yes Mo

Do you five in a home that will have on-street parking in front of i#?  Yes_ Mo =
3 Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,

e
hicyelists, and other users of the facility? Yes_ ' MNe_ 7
if no, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?, A
e s
e &,&}*’ Ko Tl [ e v (D oy i

4, Do you support the design of the project as presented here tonight?

g. Yes Yes, with the modifications listed:
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L (e § T o g g
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Ploase leave this comment sheet at the designated location, oF mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side,

State Project (638-026-156, P104, R204, C504
Federal Project STP-5401(651y UPC: 3359



6710 Rolling Road
Springfield, VA 22152
Tune 16, 2008

Attachment

ROLLING ROAD PROJECT

VDOT Project #0638-029-1 56, PE-104,
RW-104, C504

Question #1

Comments:

e | suggest the design to reduce the proposed R/W limit on the property. The existing frontage has been
experiencing littering of shattering glass bottles and other debris on the property from passerby already. A
decrease in property frontage would be a tremendous hardship and danger for residents.

e | suggest the plan should eliminate the on-street parking. This plan shows the reduction of existing residents’

driveway causing their vehicles to be parked along the street is impractical. Parking along busy street is
dangerous to begin with; forcing residents to keep their vehicles along the street is dangerous and inconvenicnce
~ during snow season. Plan needs to revise to provide frontage in such a manner that vehicles and be kept within
the driveway as well as be able to have a turnaround within the properties.
e I suggest replacing the 8 asphalt trail to 5° sidewalk, same as sidewalk on the north side of Rolling Road. This is

not a parkway; should keep it in a residential appearance with sidewalk, not 2 trail.

Question #2:
Comments: NO, see comments to question #1.
Existing driveway is in hardship already, shorten the driveway would be worst.
Question #3:
Comments:

o [ sec this design would cause a tremendous hardship and danger for the residents along Rotling Road. This layout
would distract new residents to the area because of the limited frontage and the road is too close to the house.

e 1 see this plan would not make a big difference with motorists using this portion of a 1.4 miles road. Currently I
don’t see any congestion problem for motorists. There are po known additional development in the area that
would add major congestion. However, wider road would attract more and bigger commercial traffic, and that
would cause congestion for residents.

e Twould fike to see road alignment in such a way that would have motorists reduce their speed through this
section. Residents have Elementary School right off of Rolling Road; where kids and parents use this road for
access to school. Project should treat this section as School/Residential zone.

Question #4:
Comments:

e T do not support this project or the design! I reside at the center of the project and see that there is no need for this
massive design. My experience through the 13 years in this area, | see no current congestion within this 1.4 miles
road strip. Majority of traffic is during school year only. And with that, the traffic is a flowing-tratfic throughout
the peak time between 7:00am to 9-00am and 5:00 to 7:00; no back-up traffic exists more than approximately 3
minutes. Summertime i3 pretty quiet.

e 1 believe million of doflars for a 1.4 miles road improvements would not improve much. This project is projected
for the use of future expansion of Fort Belvoir only. Tsuggest the project should wait until this expansion €xists
and see the amount of traffic volume it effects this portion of Rolling Road, and do the traffic study again. Do
you know how many of those future employees will be using this portion of Rolling Road? Are we not trying to
promote the reduction of ozone pollution by reducing traffic with suggestions of carpools and metro riding?7?

s 1don't believe the future Fort Belvoir expansion would tremendously increase the traffic volume that would cause
congestion on this portion of a road. Therefore, ] would like this project TO CANCEL or the project provides a
better layout that would benefit or meets the rneeds of current residents; not resulting in greater hardship for
existing and future residents.



Miller, Qoggias C.

From: Petar Magnuson ¥

Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2008 9:02 AM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Ce: springﬁeid@fa%r?axcounty.gov; chairman @ fairfaxcounty.gov
Subjecl: Roliing Road Widening

Hello:

As an avid cyclist, I feel lucky to call Fairfax County my home. There are a number of great places to ride
and a number of wonderful facilities. However, there are still many areas within the County that could
benefit from a more hike-friendly approach. As work begins on widening Rolling Road, 1 would hope that
the needs and interests of cyclists are taken into account and adequate lanes/spaces are included for this

activity.

Asg the price of gasoline has gone up, 1 have seen mofre and more cyclists on the road. And in some Cases,
it has been in some dangerous areas because of lack of adequate space. 1 urge the Fairfax County Board,
with this widening project, to take cycling activities into account and ensure that adequate space is made
available. There have been some great examples of this recently (expansion of the road in front of Burke

Lake that includes a hike/exercise lane) and I hope it continues.

Thank you for your time and effort and I ook farward to riding on the new gxpansion.

Sincerely,
~-Pete

Fairfax County resident

Peter Magnuson

Senior Director, Programs and Communications
Association for Career and Technical Education
1410 King Street

Alexandria, VA 22314

703-683-9341

203-683-7424 (fax)
i3



Miller, t?mgg&_as C.

From: Joan Maha! Messas) o

Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2008 11:43 AM
To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subject: Roliing Road Widening

As a 40 year resident of Burke | am commenting on the widening project for Rofling Road. The two lane portion from Old
Keene Mill to the Springfield Parkway has been & periodic area of concern in my travels. The volumn of trafficis a
challenge to funneling two |anes of cars into one. The visibility around the curving road is a further concerm in traveling
and coming up to suddenly stopped cars attempting to make left turns. | also see danger in the school traffic attempting 10

turn onto Rolling Road.
in the past years my friends who live off this section of the road have nighlighted the dangers of entering as well as turning

off the road.

{ enjoy bicycling in the area and having a békefh%k%ngiwatking option would GREATLY open my options 1o safely traveling

on this stretch of road.
Thank you for your attention to my comments.
Joan Mahal, 9022 Brook Ford Rd. Burke, 22015

16



iitter, qug&as C.

Eyom: : e

Sent: S . June 22, 2008 10:52PM

Tor NOVA Meeting Comments

Cor Franz, Monica R.; DaveAlbo@ aol.com; s
Subject: Roliing Road Widening Project

Fairfax County Board of Supervisors,

My name is Angel L. Mangual, property owner of 8121 Smithfield Avenue, Springfield, Virginia,
22152.

My family and | are opposed to the widening of Rolling Road (State Project 0638-029-156, PE 104,
RW-204, C-504) for the following reasons:

1. Other County roads have greater traffic problems. i.e. Southern portion of Rolling Road near
Saratoga; Prosperity Avenue. Tax doliars can he better spent on areas in greater need, or near
communities that desire 2 wider Holling Road.

5 The $30 million cost for widening Rolling Road can be better spent on widening Pohick Road from
the Fairfax County Parkway and to the newly expanded Route 1, Richmand Highway.

3. A wider Rolling Road will increase driver speeds (estimated to exceed 45 MHP) regardiess of
posted speed limit signs. This will increase danger to West Springfietd families that reside within the

proposed project limits.

4. The “possible forthcoming changes” at the Engineer Proving Grounds (EPG) have not been
clearly defined, consequently the impact on Rolling Road is not known. The National Geospatial-
intelligence Agency which is scheduled to move into the EPG is a 24-hour, 7-days a week type of
organization. Personnel will be working around the clock, thus creating traffic hazards throughout the

day and night.

5. Noise from fraffic already a nuisance, will increase dramatically. As per conversation with Ms.

Monica Franz, VDOT, Noise Abatement Design Engineer, at the public hearing on 12 June 2008,

although noise barriers are being considered, they will not be erecied. | feltthere was a “pait and
4



viex;\:, ciééé&i?géwvx;iﬁg _t_i'ié{&étié'éviit not be erected. Also, the briefing mentioned the walls were being
considered, although the planners know the decision was already made. if noise abatement walls
are not going to be erected, what assistance is going to be provided to the homeowners whose

property backs Rolling Road?

6. Values of homes located along the project path already decreased by the sluggish economy will
he devastated with the expansion of Rolling Road.

7. 1f the projectis to proceed, please consider minimizing the footprint of the road and the impact {0
homeowners’ properties, by eliminating the bicycle path and narrowing the center medians. At the
briefing it was stated that one percent of personnel would utilize the path. One percent of how
many? Does this one percent justify the need to take property from homeowners for a bicycle path
that may or my not be used consistently?

8 . Finally, as | viewed the blueprints and located my property, it showed what the right of way would
be during construction, but no one at the tables could provide me a clear answer as to where the
property line would be after construction. Again ! felt, a "hait and switch” was taking place. At the
briefing it was mentioned these plans were going forward for approval with some minor changes.
Please keep in mind, a minor change for them could be a drastic change for the homeaowner

affected.

Again, my family and | would like to state that we are opposed to the widening of Rolling Road. if you
have any questions, please let me know.

Vir
Angel L. Mangual

(703)569-5335



COMMENT SHEET
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
(Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NAME

(OPTIONAL):_Aveg ¢ . MANEUAL.
(PLEASE PRINT)
ApDRESS: 5121 St lf e 71P: AZ/52

f. Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist VDOT in

developing the final design of this project:
L denirm, TOER BY RN L iﬂsﬁﬁ W% ai'ai, 5 ol Mf walls arg,
---: : fred L i e b &S ﬁ o =1 .(_ b s S
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2 Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this projeet? Yes Ney”
Do vou live in a home that will have on-street parking in front ofit? Yes___ No v

3. Do yoa. think the design of this project wilt meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians, -
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes ~  No__
If no, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?

4. Do you support the design of the project as presented here tonight?
a. Yes Yes, with the modifications hsted:
b. Ne £~ 1f np, why not? c .
et ;éfé; oo B, F, W@fffﬁj"% é‘“f é‘{g/f—

;. fﬁ_e’ F 7 on Al aF rasi FM*"’Q P(:@/l""’(- .
//“"
/ Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
5 10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side.
3 State Project: 0638-029-156, P104. R204, C504
Federal Project: STP-3401{691) UPC: 5559

\
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
(Presentation at 6:00) ' Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NAME e A é
(OPTIONAL): N\ Mankie
(PLEASE PRINT

P Y NP g TRy o [P
ADDRESS: /5 2/ L& bonsa/ Dr-770 2, Wond bt dge, | fff ZIpP: z2z2/9z2.

i

\

i. Please provide us with any additional information that you helieve will assist VDOT in
developing the final design of this project: P o 7 .
e ot e g G T8 SEe Golin A5 P (I
Gt il it s e B s cfiovse e A e e dleesitt T
adrbad ., exisT s Hhe Ty Lyl = LS &f}%ggﬁ;/ & i l7,
: /

‘e oid be bewetic s Ao fave a Pu il ddmng Pl ertire
Rol/i i 4 “‘

3.  Doyou ﬁgé;\;t the inclusion of on-street parking with this project? Yes ¥ No
Do you live in a e that will have on-sireet parking in front ofit? Yes__ Neo —

3 Do you think the design of this project will meet the n eds of motorists, pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes_» No___
If no, what other features would vou like to see incorporated into the design?

4. Do you sappy the design of the preject as presented here tonight?
a. Yes ~ Yes, with the modifications listeds, E4 30002 & ot
8 alawg afl o Rollird 2 g Sromg Bradoeck

o e phrKvays
k. No if no, why not? /

Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side.

State Project D638-070-156, P104, R204, C504
Federal Projects STP-5401(641; UPC: 5559



Wilier, ﬂwgias C.

From: nita. matheso P

Sent: Monday, May 19, 2008 9:40 AM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subject Fw: Bus Stop @ Barnack & Rolling Road

————— rorwarded by Nita Marheson/AWA/FRA ON 0s/19/2008 08128 AM ---77
Hita
Matheson/AWA/FRA
ATW-281, TO
Dperational
Services Team cc

- Fgubiject

0% /16/2008 151:20 Bus Stop @ Barnack & Rolling Road

A

Ty Whom it May Concern:

Thig fm o inform YOU rhat the Bus Stop Sign 1meared & Barnack znd Rolling Road was
rransferrad several feel away Lrom where i1t used Lo he after the SLop Lights were

installed.

our neighborhood appreciate what the county didg in installing the lights and rransfer the
metro bus stop, but there's a safety issue regarding the new bug stop. There 1s no space
gimilar to a aidewalk where you can walk gafely once you get off the bus and walk towards
areeley Blvd. The iittie space there ia is not cleared and you're seared you will fall
down and will be hir by a car. wWhen you rransferred the bus stop, You ahould have thought
as if you were the commuter or bus rider.

The part of rolling rd  from pellamy and 0ld Keene ¥ill Road is not a walker or biker
friendly. There are pecple in the neighborhooed who would love LO walk or ride their bikes
along Rolling rd and go to the shopping plaza and have coffee at ctarbucks. There's no
way that you can walk or ride the bike safely without peing hit by a car or hitten by
poisonous snakes hiding on thosée brughes or have poison ivy.

When vyou 46 & certain project for +he community, please rake into consideration how v omay
affact the pecple whe will use it. Hot =zli people in rhe neighborhoecd ride cars. There

are so many people who love Lo exorcise by walking or vide hikes in the neighborhocd.
please always think of the peneficial and safety lLlssues rhat will affect she communiiy.

Te'g useless to have rhe metro bus stop nLeard areeley Bivd and we don't use ir. We have to
stop at mellamy and walk & mile Lo our houses when 1t should have been only a quartey of a
mile 0o our houses.

guggestion: in order for us Lo us=2 the new bus shop, YOU quys shouid clear the arsa From
rwigs, brushes and other weeds that it's safe Ior us to walk towards Gresley BEivVa.

Thanks for youy attention.



Miiler, @m&gﬁ@s <.

From: "‘%ﬁ*’%? 28

Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2008 & 4 PM

To: willer, Douglas C.

Cer springﬁeié@fairfaxcounty.gcv; del-albo@house.slate.va.us
Subiect: Rollling Road widening project

Douglas C. Miller
Program Manager, vDOT

Nr. Miller

As an owner/resident of Rhygate, | am sure that you are now aware of the concermns our neighborhood has in regard to the
subject project. Rhygate has struggled for nearly forty years to maintain the integrity of its design, grounds and streets and
now fears that its efforts will be insufficient to protect from the effects of the project.

Our main concerns:

- Safsty entering and exiting Rhygate and the necessity for a turn lane on Rolling Road in each direction.

. Noise, soil and privacy due 10 ioss of the berm befween Rhygate and Roiling Road. A substantial wall wil te
necessary o mitigate tratfic noise and sofl and prevent intrusion of strangers into the neighborhood.

. Elevation and grade changes &l the entrance. Radical changes at the entrance will add to the hazards already
experienced during egress and ingress.

- Underground utifities for safety and refiabiiity. Downed trees during recent storms have caused lengthy traffic
blockage and power outages.

- Drainage. Storm waier runoff and the proposed watsr retention pond will impact nearby properties.
Any assurance or advice you can give 10 ease Rhygate's conceimns will be greatly appreciated.
Phyllis Meyen

6403 Eastleigh Court
Springfield, VA 22152

Gas prices getting you down? Search AOL Autos tar fuel-efficient used cars.
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From: Kathlesn Moshy [ R
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2008 1:24
To: NOVA Meeting Comments
Ce: John Cooley

Subisch: Roiling Road Widening Project

Mear Sir or Madam

As a current resident (AND long-time resident) of the West Springfield Village sommunity, |
want to make some comments regarding my views about the Rolling Road Widening Project:

.1 am in favor of maintaining the speed Henit at 30 MPH

- | think it might be a good idea to have a second traffic light on the southern portion of
Rolling Foad (south of the existing tight) to further control aorth-bound, rush-hour traffic

Sincerely,
Kathisen D. Moshy, Ph.D.

8916 Vancouver Hoad
Springfield, VA 22152

30



COMMENT SHEET
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm, — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
(Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This conyment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NAME Pé/
(OQTK}NAL): i§ L iy é/Z/ i L &g@ b & (&

(PLEASE PRINT)
ADDRESS: (S 12 Crecaviecy L zp: 203 2
L Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist VBOT in
developing the final design of this pr, ject: . £ . -
inde el S50 w’wc/o T S [ FLor \/«f%ﬁﬂ Y
T ik e € ek Y QR il e clo o |
— = fort ; y

foud s pE G A %cﬁ-—";f‘;&w‘; O e ok & otz

2. Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this project? Yes A )
Do you live in a home that will have on-street parking in front of it? Yes__ No L

3. Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? VYes___ No___
If no, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?

4. Do you suppert the design of the project as presented here tonight?
a. Yes Yes, with the modifications listed:
b, No I no, why not?

Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side.

State Project: NARE-076.156, P104, R204, C504
Federal Project: STP-5401(691) UPC: 3559



witiier, Uougias u.

From: Karen Mussomele [inmsatasela@heinasihons)
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2008 10:05 AM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subject: Rolling Roag Widening Project

Dear Sir or Madam,

in my opinion the money for this project should be spent on other more worthy projects . .. road
maintence for example. But if the project does go through, here are some important considerations:

The speed limit along that siretch of road is currently 30 mph. Many cars exceed this routinely. My
home backs to Rolling Road at the bus stop petween Rivington and Greely. Cars fly by. Please do
not raise the speed limit. This will only encourage drivers to go even faster. It is human nature.

The noise level in my yard and home is considerable. We do not use our deck fo sit outside because
the noise from the traffic is just too intrusive. We always know when there is a road closing on Rolling
hecause of the sudden quiet in my home. A sound barrier of some sort would be essential to our
peace of mind and quality of living once the road is widened and even more traffic is passing by our
house. | often sleep with a fan on to block out the sounds of trucks and cars going by during the night

—~aspecially the bocom, boom of the bass from people enjoying their stereos.
Thank you very much for your consideration,

Karen Mussomele
6513 Greenview Lane

introducing Live Search cashback . it's search that pays you back! Try it Now
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COMMENT SHEET
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
{Presentation at 6:00} Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public recerd for this project.

NAME
(OPTIONAL):

Py MNEARMY

(PLEASE PRINT])
ADDRESS: 03 2.1k o g n i@f%g%{ 7IP:
SpeseFisLd YA 2253

i. Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist VDOT in
gﬁd{?velﬁping the final e:le%igrz of this project: A ; ‘ .
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2. Do you suppert the inclusion of on-sireet parking with this project? Yesi = No Ve N
Do you live in a home that will have on-street parking in f§on& ofit? Yes_._ No

ioe Sotu on Reiliy Re
3. Do you think the design of this projeet will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,

bieyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes__ No__
if no, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?

4. Do you support the design of the project as presented here tonight?
a. Yes Yes, with the modifications listed:
b. No If no, why not?

Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side.

State Project: 0638-029-156, P104, R204, C504

. Fed{:,rai Project: STP-3401{691) UP{: 5559 2
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atiller, Daugias C.

Erom: 9] %ﬁ{%fi
Sent: 8 1117 AM
To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Ce: T
Subjech: Rolling Road Widening Project

As one of the few original home owners in West Springfield Village remaining here
after 40 years+, we oppose the planned widening of Rolling Road for the following
reasons:

a. There is no basis for the project; no rationale has been provided and there are no
apparent benefits to either West Springfield Village residents or commuters. During
the last four decades we have seen some increase in traffic on Rolling Road
particularly during rush hours; however, from our perspective, the impact has been
minimal and limited to brief delays in accessing Rolling Road from the west. Delays

in traffic transiting Rolling Road from the North or South are very rare and always are
of short duration; accordingly, any benefits to transiting commuters would be
probiematical.

b. Projected traffic increases, largely based on uncertainties in development and
possible future requirements for the Army or other federal agencies, are out of date
and unreliable. Projected traffic, based on accurate historical usage and data, might
provide a more useful hasis for evaluating this proposed project than the off-again, on-
again conjecture and suppositions used now.

c. The proposed conversion of Rolling Road to a thoroughfare will substantially
decrease the value of West Springfield Village homes and seriously impact the safety
of West Springfield Village residents. This is especially true for those living on Rolling
Road; however, it also will apply to a somewhat lesser extent to Village families west
of Rolling Road. The appeal of the neighborhood will be diminished by traffic transiting
Rolling Road at planned higher speed with a commensurate decrease in safety for
pedestrians (especially children) and vehicles.

d. There are insufficient funds available now to satisfy continuous urgent requirements
for maintenance of Virginia's roads and highways. Funds for widening Rolling Road
could be reprogrammed to ameliorate this situation.

In summary, the lack of a clear requirement of justification, the absence of benefits to
residents or commuters, the decrease in value to homeowners and in safety to
residents and competing requirements for road and highway maintenance of a more
immediate nature augur strongly in support of termination of the Rolling Road
Widening Project.

Jerome & LaVonne O'Brien 6802 Ontario Street Phone:(703) 451-1830

i8



'm Jerome O’Brien and I live at 5802 Ontaric Street, I block west of &
parallel to Rolling Road. One weekend, in early 1967, my wife and I
came to Fairfax County from Norfolk, VA to look for a place to live as |
was being transferred. We expected a long, arduous process as friends
had told us about the terrible traffic and high costs of housing that would
confront us. We apparently had the world’s best real estate agent for,
after hearing our situation with 5 children & a 6% due in July, and with
severely limited funds, she took us directly to West Springfield Village
&, in a matter of a few minutes, we’d agreed to buy a house just off 2 cul
de sac behind the new Rolling Valley Elementary School. The
developer, Richmarr Brothers had gotten it right. The houses were
affordable; the landscaping had left many of the trees and new ones were
planted in the front yards; the children could walk to school without
crossing any streets and West Springfield High School already had
gained a reputation for the outstanding quality of education it provided.
We moved in to our new home in May, 1967 and have never regretted
our somewhat speedy decision.

At that time, the “village” was aptly named for it was almost a pastoral
setting. Cows grazed on Rolling Road, a mile or so from our house.
There were only about a half dozen houses between the Southern
Boundary of WSV and Alban Road and a one-way rickety bridge
provided access over Rte. 95 leading from Pohick to Rte. 1. Of course
there was no Saratoga Shopping Center &, for that matter there, was no
Saratoga. Similarly, there was no Fullerton Road and the Cardinal
Forest Shopping Center didn’t exist. Those were the days (he says
nostalgically). But seriously, folks. Here we are 41 years later.
Development to the South along the Rolling Rd. Corridor is essentially
completed. The expansion of Fort Belvoir is behind schedule and the
disposition of the Engineering Proving Grounds seems uncertain as other
localities compete for the Army’s facilities. Rolling Road traffic has
increased some; however, it is in no way unmanageable. The traffic light
at the intersection of Barnack has improved traffic flow measurably.

The biggest problem facing commuters and residents is the one way
traffic necessitated by the near non-stop patching repairs that don’t seem



to last.

I do not believe that widening Rolling Road beginning in 2012 is

necessary based on historical, current or projected usage especially since

the relocation of the Army facilities is not firm. I believe it will have a
detrimental effect on WSV as a whole, but especially on homeowners

living on Rolling Road. A 4-lane highway, bisecting WSV, will

significantly alter the character of the village. 1 believe it is very likely

that property values will decline, certainly on Rolling Road, and

probably throughout the complex. Noise poltution is expected to OCCUT £ oy
and the safety of pedestrians and drivers will undoubtedly be impaired.” ©= e
1 do not believe this project offers any significant benefit to residents of tisﬁgj
WSV, It seems to be a massive overkill for uncertain traffic growth. As V¥ 1%
Adm. Rickover used to say: “It’s like pouring boiling water ina % 7
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Miller, @wg!ag C.

From Nicole Patrick [tsBasssiuibin
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2008 3:23 PM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subject: Rolling Road Project

| am writing to express my concerm about the widening of Rolling Road. My community in West
Springfield wanis nothing to do with this project and the idea that outside groups and parties are
swaying the county 10 push this project through is unethical. it should be the residents of West
Springfield who make the decision and our decision is that this project should not happen!!t! The
increase in traffic puts our children at risk. A wider road means increased speeds by cars regardless
of the posted speed fimit. There is no reason for a wider road there is no more space {0 build.

We are perfecily content with the road at its given width and the money for this road can be befter
spent on improving the current roads not increasing the amount of toads that will need maintenance
and therefore spending my tax dofiars on something that is NOT needed.

Regards

Nicole Patrick
8906 Brisbane st

Springfield VA 22152
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-
From: Marty SN {53 z%%’

Sent: Monday, June 16, 2008 10:41 PM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Ce: springfield @fairfaxcounty.gov; DAVEALBO @AOL.COM
Subject: Rolling Road Widening Project

Having attended the meeting on the 12th, | have the following comments:

1. While the overall plan is fairly good, there needs to be more focus on making the dangerous intersection of
Rolling Road and Greeley safer for pedestrians. There are several factors to this need. This is a major crossing
point on Rolling Road. Bus riders living on the west side need to cross catch 18H bus. At the west end of
Greeley, basically two blocks, is an entrance to the Hidden Pond Nature Center that draws families and kids. In
addition, many of the pedestrians in the neighborhood are senior citizens; we don't move as fast any more. The
major bend just to the south creates a very limited line of sight for safe crossing in comparison (o other points
along Rolling Road, so a standard intersect design is not good enough. Northbound cars tend to speed up
coming around the curve. At the same time, cars southbound tend to accelerate going up the grade as they
approach the intersection. Given the speed at which vehicles are traveling and the limited line of sight,
pedestrians are more likely to be caught at in the middie between travel lanes. The pedestrian "safety island”
needs 1o be wider than the normal 4 foot to accomimodate mothers with strollers, walkers with dogs, and kids
with bikes: I feel it should be a minium of 6 feet. It should be a cutout in the median strip so that strollers and
bikes can be just wheeled in without the need to lift them up. There should be a flashing light, preferably one
that could be turned to a stop by pedestrians for safe crossing. The curb “wheelchair" ramp needs to be
redesigned so there are two at each corner at 90 degrees facing the crossings straight on. As currently designed,
the ramps are 45 degrees from the position needed to cross the street, dumping the user out into traffic.

2. 1feel a second light should be added at the Viola to help slow traffic entering the residential area. There is
also the point that the intersection is the only egress for that entire subdivision. Twould like to see the speed
limit between Greeley and Viola kept at 30 mph given the residential character of the neighborhood and the
need of peaple to back out of their driveways.

3. It is important to keep the wider curbside lane. Not only does it give more space to navigate around bikers,
but creates a safety zone against drivers who fling open car doors without carefully checking for traffic. It also is

helpful with drivers who must back out of driveways.

Mary M. Post
6724 Holford Lane
Springfield, VA



VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
{Presentation at 6:00) Springfieid, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NAME o Pl
(OPTIONAL): /{ii/ e (s o
o ) (FLEA?E E’RIN’?;} | /;f Sl éi:w{ L
ADDRESS: é‘“‘*@ / é fk&ébﬁ #@;‘ﬁgfz (&a{@, i gp: 222 (S
/ / ’
1. Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist VBOT in
developing the final design of this project:
T Appope  OF @ pDiac &S Shpusse -
3 - - F . PR s & 25
e 5’?!”?3 Fer 1 fs Ao ég{ﬁ% Able 7o b o TR e
H
2. Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this preject? Yes 7. No
Do you live in a home that will have en-street parking in front of it? Yes _ No >
3. Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes _/Z\ No__
if no, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?
4. Do you sapport the design of the project as presented here tonight?

a. Yes  [f.— Yes, with the modifications listed:

b. Neo ¥f no, why not?

Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee en the reverse side.

State Project: 0638-029-136, P104, R204, C304
Federal Project: STP-3401(691) UPC: 53559
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COMMENT SHEET o
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATIO! _
DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING ) Coiriny Brady
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High Schoot
5:00 pm. ~ £:00 pm, 6100 Rolling Road
{(Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NAME
(OPTIONALY: 0\ Qeﬁﬁ PR
: - (PLEASEPRINT)

ADDRESS:  BADR T RoM b Yooy ° ;@a}%@s)’&é \JA— zip. LIS 2

L. Please provide us with any additional information that yvou believe will assist VDOT in
developing the final design of this project: 2
SHWEWE TUME "Proy el £00 Dbl Cordule T
il Relidt SO0t ofF HWE Lax OaiVi) 2. DAk
SROUTy T BEuwn @

S‘»J

Do you support the inclosion of on-street parking with this project? Ves Y No_
Bo you live in a home that will have on-street parkin jn fz;a:xt of H?  Yes L No__
SEC ABOVE. OLagADy hive cund Paddug B iUOO T 4 g
DR MECEES Se Lo Do e
3. Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes_  No
If no, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?
SEE HHDNG.  HOENE 13 00 JusTAeanide on. TR WEE
TETUA) O OGSy eIT SN S, T2 6 A Bk
O W ST hemEs Th WDad L He MBS ne
REI D arAL. ST

4, Do you support the design of the project as presented here tonight?
a. Yes Yes, with the moedifications lisfed:

b. No_A__ Hno, why not? . . _
e ComDushEa A DT wl— Lot (oasTim T

DORALS oD RoAie- A S oSRTAS 0 S8,

Please leave this comment sheet al the designated location, or mafl your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postimarked by Jone 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side.

Swte Project 0838029156, P14, BI04, O34
Federal Project: STP-34010801) UPC 5358



Miller, S{mg%as C.

—

From: ; i '

Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2008 4:14 P

Tou NOVA Meeting Comments

Ceon pat. herrity @ fairfaxcounty.gov; chairman @fairfaxcounty.gov
Subject: Fwd: Rolling Road Widening Project

Re: Rolling Road Widening Project

With the limited amount of space available, | don't see the need o have a bike lane on the road when
a multi-modal path will be available. The bikers may have a vocal group but they also have to
consider the impact this project will have on the home owners living along Rolling Road. Bikers do
not need two options of where to ride their bikes.

Jane Ray
6802 Landor Lane

Springfield, VA 22152
703-451-7772

Stay informed, get connected and more with AOL on your phone.

Stay informed, get connected and more with AQL on your phone.



Miller, Douglas C.

From: SRl Ao oy Kitenowd
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2008 716 PM
To: NOVA Meeting Comments
Subject: Rotlling Road Widening Project
Gentlemen/Ladies:

Rolling Road should not he widened and the project as proposed should not go forward. That

section of RR is largely residential and should not be made a major through sireet.

it is difficult enough now 1o access rolling road from the side streets - which is the only egress from
some developments, and the proposed project would only make it worse.

What would really be of help would be sidewalks along Rolling Road from Greeley to Rivington.
Bicycle paths along Rolling Road would help promote an alternate means of transportation.

Thank You, Don Ritenour, 7915 Springfield Village Dr. (703) 866-3948.

Vote for your city's best dining and nightlife. City's Best 2008.
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Miller, Q@s{gias C.

From: Brent Roderick MSGEaREssitass |
Sent: Saturday, June 21, 2008 12:18 P
To: NOVA Mesting Comments

Subject: Rlsng Road Widening

Reference: Federal Project No. STP-5401 (691)
VDOT Project No. 0638-029-156, PE104, RW204, C504

Gentlemen,

In addition o the comments as expressed in the letter from the Rhygate Homeowners Association
and independently from others in the community, | would like comment separately about the traffic

safety issue.

| realize that VDOT has no controt or authority over the monitoring of speed limils after the project is
completed; however, | urge you 0 make design changes to lower speed limits coming from Greeiey
Boulevard and Old Keene Mill Road to the Rhygate entrance. If the speed limit is posted at 35 mph,
we all know that traffic will be moving at 45 mph when it reaches the Rhygate entrance. Access and
agress issues are paramount for our residents, who are most concerned about how to exit Rhygate

into traffic coming at speed.

A specific issue is how 10 make left turns across 4 lanes of oncoming traffic. In my opinion, a remark
made by an official during one of the informal meetings held last spring — “you can turn right, then
make a U-turn” - speaks to a flaw in the design plan. How far would one have to travel before making
that U-turn? For Rhygate residents who commute south to work every day, the U-turn “solution”
would be very inconvenient and probably lead to taking chances by turning into the speeding traffic -
an accident just waiting fo happen. These hazards will increase during the winter when people area

commuting to work in the dark.

| understand that solutions such as a signal light, turn lane and other options may not be viable in this
case, but | respectfully request that special attention be given o this potentially dangerous issue.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

11



Sincerely,

Brant Roderick
6404 Eastleigh Court

Springfield, VA
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Miller, Douglas C.

From: Yoko Spalding et :
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2008 7:30 PM
To: NOVA Meeting Comments
Subject: Rolling Road Project

Dear VDOT,

I commend you on soliciting community inputs on your projects and the comments that follow are to assist in your
efforts to improve transportation in Northern Virginia and enhance the quality of life in the area. Unfortunately, | have
come the the conclusion that at least one proposed project, the widening of Rolling Foad, is a very poor use
of limited resosurces,is likely to do the opposite of what is intended and should be cancelled. | hasten to add,
this is not a criticism of VDOT itself, which has many successful complex projects to its credit.

In the big picture, the problem is with the outdated planning process that leads to projects such as the Roliing Road
widening. The idea that more concrete = better transportation = better quality of life worked rather well in the latter half
of the last century. It is a very hard lesson to unlearn. However, the idea has become increasingly bad - the open
spaces that existed in this part of Fairfax county have been completely developed and the dominant feature of many
traffic arteries is now the frequent occurence of intersections. No matter how many lanes there are in a road, each
main intersection allows traffic in each direction only half of the time, effectivly cutting in half the effective number of
1anes in each direction. Witness, as | have done, the ease of getting from West Springfield to Dulles Airport during
rush hour, except at major intersectionw where traffic lines up for muitiple light cycles. In short, the more lanes
"Los Angeles Freeway" solution is not working in the Los Angeles rush hour, and should be avoided in

Fairfax County.

With regard to the Roliing Road widening, over the past decade | have seen statistics used o justify the project. As
an operations research analyst with experience over the past four decades, | personnaly have found these
statistics severely wanting. The estimated average traffic load on Rolling Roadwent went from 58,000 cars per day,
originally projected for the early 2000s, 1o 28,000, then projected for the current time frame 1o some other numbers
projected for post 2010 and then moved out & few years Based of a model used used by the Melropolitan Coundil
of Gpverments. Befieve me, there is a lot to be guestioned about this picture.

Beyond the above numbers, averages are of little use here - what matters is the peak usage (i.e. rush hour). While
average and peak numbers may be closly connected in academic statistics, in the real world they are not. The peak
number is in what is called the "tail" of the statistical distrubution of traffic, and that is notoriously disconnected from
the average. it can vary an awful lot, for example depending on the mix of commuters, shoppers, refired persons,
weather and so on. It is very much more difficult to come to a good number for peak usage than for the average, but #
is the right measure to use if you propose to justify the division of my community by & major road that will bring traffic
right under the living rooms and bedrooms of my neighbors. In short by all appearances, the “studies” that may
have supported the decision to widen Rolling Road are based on uncertain data and use an inappropriate
measure. Thus, based on what the county and state have published or stated, | believe the studies do not
provde credible support for the Rolling Road widening project.

In closing, thank you for receiving these comments. | am convinced the Rolling Road widining need not and should
not be done. | suggest you apply resources in a more nuanced way, possibley straighening some curves, adding turn
lanes at intersectins such as Greely Boulevard, and redirecting funds to mass transportation. As a simplified example,
over 20 years, with interest and at current bus fares, the $20,000,000 or so proposed for the Rolling Road project
could pay for roughly 20 miliion free bus rides to the Springfieid Franconia Metro station - that equates to several
thousand communters a day off the road at peak hours!

Respecifully,
Dr. David Spalding
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From: Strand, Paul 8
Sent: Tuesday, June 17, 2008 12:37 PM
To: NOVA Meeting Comments
Subject: Holling Road Widening

Piease do what you can for bicyclists as you work on this project. There are thousands of us now, but there'll be tens of
thousands in the near future. We need you to do whatever you can for this growing population,

Paul Strand, Fairfax County resident

{202} 467-2521 - office

(202) 236-8473 -- cell
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COMMENT SHEET = |
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPOA
DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING

atdmy Drptime sy Enginese’ ™ g
Meeting Date and Time: ‘WW T
Thursday, June 12, 2008 Weat Springfield High School
5:00 pr. - 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
{Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project,

Martiyn Suliivan
...6814 Bellamy Ave.
Springfield, VA 22132

NAME oy
(OPTIONAL): s

ADDRESS: Zip:
L. Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist VDBOT in
developing the fina! design of this preject:
2 Do you support the inciusion of on-sirest parking with this project? Yes___ Ne X
Do you live in 2 home that will have on-street parking in front of it? Yes_ _ No X ,

Q? 3%?3&?,’{55& Lo _Gj’b’rﬁ{ sy CARTLRS L e JWTM?W ‘wfi b C@?anfw Gttty

Cabdd il fadew (icctasts T /< Mﬁzxg .
Do you tHink the design of this project will meat the needs of motorists, pedestrians,

3
bicyelists, and other users of the facility? Yes__ No D
If no, what other fentures would you like to see incorporated info the design?
d e et At Thie ﬁfww 7 ) e ded ol il -
VTR PN P G = F I R vy revy Ly
e
4. Do you support the design of the project as presented here tonight?

a. Yes _ Yes, with the modifications listed:

b, No If no, why not? /] i .
| b WL st yieeted

Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side,

State Project: 063%-029-130, PIO4, K204, €504
fpdera! Project: STP-5401(691) UPC: 5559



COMMENT SHEET
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2608 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
(Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NAME Neode Tl
(OPTIONAL)...Ls [0 d & G LOV

(PLE @SE FZRINT) | -
ADDRESS: (115 b é;w? L 7P _22f 50
1. Please provide us with any addiﬁoéﬁl _inférmation that you believe will assist VDOT in

~developig the fingl design of this project:

JURTT 72008

2 Do youwrsupport the inclusion of en-street parking with this project? Yes ¥ No
Fariax ,Bﬂ;gﬂlleﬁ}ﬁ:iijlm that will have on-street parking in front of it? Yes___ No_x__
3. Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes___  NoJ{_
If no, what other features would you like to see mcerpﬂm?xd into the design? _
P (ﬂf?? [4tet Te Fpt ¢ fﬁgf,« ;g’!’ﬁ Lo g;iﬁf'g éf“%f}’é’afsg CAaT i ):__?Q:i‘a
4 Serdelorge  nordFsbien 5? e el e, e Q@?fﬁ%* VLt o
Efﬂ ¢ ‘Ef I ri Ry Wil mnot o e e » ’
e
4. Do you support the design of the project as presented here tonight? -, ~ i
g Yes Yes, with the modifications listed: Sy ?Efsf ) fim SA RS (oo
;‘f ”‘\fré ors T Chene  Loidas e, d

h. Neo i no, why not?

Please leave this comment sheet af the designated location. or mail your comments WITHIN
1 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side.

State Project: 0638-029-136, P104, R204, C304
Federal Project: STR3401{691) UPC: 5359



Miller, @a&g&as C.

From: Mark Velsey imploeyme

Sent: Monday, June 09, 2008 8:26 PM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

CC: e o AT 4L

Subject: Bike lanes on every project - Roliing Road

| am a 70 year old bicycle commuter. Putting bicycle lanes of every road improvement is a no
brainer. Do it, without exception. Money? You can't afford not 0.

3217 Martha Custis Drive

Alexandria, VA 22302-21 13
703-578-0514
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COMMENT SHEET
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING

Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:

Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. ~ 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
(Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.

NAME 1 Y —
(OPTIONAL): ERVIE WETKS
(PLEASE PRINT)
s Y - e { '
ADDRESS: é"bﬁé Lpamése C7 ZIP: 215y
1. Please préviée us with any additional information that you believe will assist VDOT in

developing the final design of this project:.
— ST 3 Hpibas o oo _
BTl mis  Combuten PRioe TR o2 Tk bripgmnpdfte |AlatsE
Cmdenr  huls o fodw EPfe Tpal fn APt WRERAT Tyac (BY HETAD)
- ﬁ%&fﬁé’f%ﬁ A0 Blied camy e ctweadl [ gsE Ly FHS G4 By swgs Py §?‘2:_;gz§

2. Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this project? Yes No~L_
Do you five in a home that will have on-street parking in front of it? Yes_ NeY

3. Do vou think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes__ N

Ff no, what other features would you like to see incorporated into the design?
- Trapi . LIGHT 7 CREELET Roid {(Loskbigypd  Wwille Cigir AT égﬁf?&f@ .
s KK v W KE aamer JVE L w i ¥ Dy bamerrics)
w L) BT Ta o Suwere  GkS Eaagions Bedess Fpoon  Kplvave UG ST

4. Do you support the desi‘?lgﬁﬂg\pmjeci as presented heve tonight?
a. Yes_____ (Yes,with the modificatons isteds> (7% & 3 Agove

s o S

b. No If no, why not?

Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 32, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side.

State Project: 0638-029-156, P104, R204, C504
Federal Project: STP-5401(691) UPC: 5559



COMMENT SHEET
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING

Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:

Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School

5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road

(Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA
S

”‘,_,F_,‘—-—v‘—"*" Rl (e
i R

This comment sheet will become part of the public record farthW,,

NAME
(OPTIONAL): FREDERICK H WEEKS
6809 ROLLING RD
‘SPRINGFIELD VA 22152-3425
ADDRESS:
1. Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist VB(}T
de»elﬁpmg the final desrg of this pm' pcts , s % j;
m-u%f = Py NI T e [ s Copfi 2T S
é/f M r;%‘ ;é//ﬁzﬁﬁﬁ Mffgﬁ,?wb’"’y w/fzﬁﬂ}f & L;;z;
2. Do you support the inciusion of on-street parking with this project? Y es NO %
Beo yeu ine in a home that w;ll have (}rs»s{ree ;}arkx . 11 fmﬁ{; of it?: 4
3. Do yau thm < the design of this pm;ect will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrnan&
hicyelists, and other users of the facility? Yes___ No 4
If no, what other features ould you iﬂge to see incorporafed inio Ji
2 At i i S A fotri ] LE
4.

Po you support the r.ieszgn of the project as presez;ted here ht? ,«Z /%J
e Yes, with the medifications listed: f?;?y JJ wﬁﬂ

Vo aptun 0T W@« U s
v 7

"-." ../

by e %f e T j éZ{f“’/\Muﬁ'zv’J OIS,
Y 2 Ay

Please leave this comment sheet at the designated jocation, or mail your comments W TTHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008} to the addressee on the reverse side.

State Project: 0638-029-156, P104, R204, C504
Federal Project: 8TP-3401(691) UPC: 5559



Miller, Beug@s C.

From: Robert W ells S aiNnEtesa
Sent: Eriday, June 13, 2008 11:25 AM
Tou NOVA Meeting Comments

Cer

Subject: Rolling Road

vir Leonard Siegel, P. E.
VDOT

T am writing Lo comment on the current plans to widen rolling Reoad.

T have attended a number of planning meetings and reviewed the current plans. I live
approximately .5 wiles from the south end of the project and frequently travel on rRolling

Road.

T do net feal that the plan as pregented meets the needs of pedestrians, moborigis oOr
bikers primarily because the plan doesg not inciude the intersection of Hunter village
Drive and Rolling Road.

Tt is my perscnal view that before the final design is approved that a new rraffc impact
gtudy should be conducted. Traffic counts on Rolling Reoad as well as neighborhood roads
that feed into Rolling road such as Greeley Blvd and Hunter Village Drive shoulid be
inciuded. :

The plan to ralse the gpeed limit of Rolling Road to 40 miles per heur is unsafe. A higher
speed limit will have a negative lmpact on rhe safety of the residents who live on Rolilin
Road as well as the neighborhoods adjacent to Rolling Road. No matter how the road is
"designed for speed" there will be motorists who exceed the speed limit. The speed limit

sheould be no higher than 35 mph.

wrrently there can be great difficulty safely making =& 1efr hand turn from Hunter village
Drive untc south Rolling road. It can be difficult to safely Cross Rolling Eoad in the
pedestrian Cross walk that spans Rolling Road at this intersection. This intersection
needs to be enhanced Lo accomodate a safer left hand turn and to make it safer for

pedestyians. This intersection should be incorporated into the Folling Road proiect.

when traveling south on Rolling Road there can he great difficulty safelv making a left
hand turn onto Hunter Village Prive. Traffic exiting the parkway and proceeding north on
aolling Road accelerates thereby making it unsafe to execute the turn.

when taking into account the current pedestrian crosswalk, the cross county trail
sonnections, & bus stop. the two lanes of traffic rhat may be attempting to make left hand
turns through this same intersection, then factoring in the volume of traffic and the rate
of apeed I feel that this interseciion needs to he improved and enhanced for safety as
part of the Rolling Read design.

t ao not favor adding a light at thig intersection as it will likely increase traific
volume through the community iy which I live. I do believe that improvements to the
intergection are imperative.

1 do suport the plans for bike lanes.

Thank VO,



Page 1 of 1

Vaughan, Jan

From: FRobert Wells [
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2008 1:17 PM

To: Dave @ DaveAlbo.com: springfield @ fairfaxcounty.gov; Vaughan, Jan
Subject: Widening of Rolling Road

I am withdrawing my previous support for the Rolling Road Widening Project. There appear to be enough valid
reasons to consider shelving this project.

a) Widening Rolling Road will surely increase vehiclular traffic and may subsequently effect traffic patterns in
surrounding neighborhoods.

b) The funds could be used to repair and resurface roads in the area that have been sorely neglected.

¢) Bicycle riders can use the Cross County Trail.

d) The number of residents who will be most effected by this project should be supported in their quest
to preserve their property.

¢) With the expansion of the EPG south of the Parkway our entire six year plan for the area needs to be re-
evaluated. Monies previously earmarked for the widening of Rolling Road may be put to better use elsewhere.

Thank you,
Christine Wells, Daventry Resident

07/03/2008



Miiter, @e&gias .

Ne—

From; riFT Foiciins
Sant: Friday, May 30, 2008 12:29 PM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Sublject: ROLLING ROAD WIDENING PROJECT

We are opposed to this project for several reasons. it will dramatically increase traffic on Rolling
Road, it will cause a great deal of disruption for residents of the area, and it will not significantly

reduce general congestion in the area.

We hope the project will limit itself to resurfacing the current Rolfing Road.

Richard Wenger
6901 Rolling Road
Springfield, VA 22152-3432

Stay informed, get connected and more with AOL on your phone.




Miiler, @z}ﬁgﬁf_s C.

From: Yvonne W. 2 PRI A
Senl: Thursday, June 12, 2008 3:19 PM

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Subject: Rolling Road Widening Widening Project

To VA DOT,

we have lived 2 strests ~ff Rolling Road on gandover Ct for ¢ years now. we have Lound
synffic on Rolling read o be a ratsl non-igsue. IC only seems Lo hack up if thers is

an accident, bad weather, or when the light at 20lling and 014 Keane Mill gets off it's
timing. We feel very strongly that widening the road is not Necessary.

When driving on the courhern portion of Rolling Road &8 YOu approach Ft pelvcir the road
ig constantly backed up and has portions where i ig extremely RAYrow. mraffic is much

neavier in that section and will probably grow increasingly with BRAC igsues., I am
opposed Lo widening the section of Eclling Road freom 01d Keene tO the Springfield
Franconia

Parkway. T+ is unnecessary, will he costly, and will reduce quality of

1ifa issues for homeowners in this area.

Thanks,
vyonne Whittier

£608 Sandover CL
gpringfield, VA 22152

it



Miller, ﬁaugﬁas C.

From: Norah Wilson f#e i

Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2008 4:31 P

To: NOVA Meeting Comments

Ce: pat Herrity@fairfaxcounty.gov. chairman@fairfaxcounty.gov
Subject: Rolling Road Widening Project

Re: Rolling Road Widening Project

On the topic of curbside parking along Rolling Road; | don’t live on Rolling Road, but on a cul
de sac off it. When I'm frying to pull out of our street, Clover Ct., onto Rolling Road, it's
difficult. Add to that the large commercial construction truck often (and just since the street
has been painted for parking or bikes or whatever it's painted for) parked on the east side of
Rolling which blocks my view of the northbound, oncoming traffic, and | have a risky
situation. | have to edge out in order to get a look to see if it's safe. It must be extremely
difficult for the eiderly and dangerous for young, new drivers! | most definitely am NOT in

favor of curbside parking.

Regarding the bicycle paths along BOTH??7 sides of Roliing Road, which I've heard is one of
she ideas. That seems like an exireme waste of money. We do need a sidewalk for
pedesttians, why not a sidewalk/bike path combination or pedestrians on one side and bikes
on the other?

i realize that some people want to commute to worl on their bikes. 'm all for that, | wish i
could. 1also feel that cyclists should have to take an exam equivalent to vehicle drivers and
apply for a license to operate a bike. Although cyclists complain about not having enough
paths to ride safely on and insist they follow the same rules vehicle drivers do, | find that most
cyclists don’t. How many times do you see a cyclist come to a complete stop at a stop sign?

I'm not in favor of the project and would like VDOT and our County Supervisors to stop this
project and spend the $30 million elsewhere, possibly adding sidewali/bike path, on one side
ONLY of Rolling Road from Old Keene Mill, south, to Fuilerton.

Thank you,

Norah Wilson

2101 Glover Court



Springfield, VA 221 52



Milier, ﬁcgglgs C.

From: jeff. wiscr S EERTERaEs
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2008 5:13 P
To: NOVA Meeting Comments
Subjech: Roliing road widening project

T want to ride my bike to +he VRE Rolling road gration safely. Pisass concider bicyole
lanes in the widening of rolling road. Regards, Jeff Sent vias BlackBerry by ATET

dd
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Eﬁ! 0 av S
Subj: Rolling Road Widening Project Comments
Date: 6/21/2008 8:55:08 AM. Eastern Daylight Time

These comments are in behalf of the Kenwood Oaks Neighborhood Association (KONA,) for the public record.
The only entrance and exit to and from Kenwood Oaks is at the intersection of Kenwood Ave and Rolling Road.

Based on a review of the tatest VDOT project plan, making a teft turn from Kenwood Ave out of Kenwood Oaks
on to a four lane Rolling Road will be a perilous endeavor because there is no designated resting area haif way
across Rolling Road while waiting for oncoming north bound Rolling Road traffic. During my discussion with a
VDOT engineer at the Public Hearing of June 12, 2008, on the project, it was stated that making the left tum
would be very difficult if not dangerous unless no cars were coming in both directions which is not going to
happen very often. Of course with the anticipated increase in traffic on Rolling Road with the completion of
BRAC, the turning issue out and into Kenwood Oaks will be exacerbated.

When driving north on Rolling Road making a left turn into Kenwood Oaks would not be too big a problem
because there is a designated area to stop and wait for there to be a traffic opening as indicated in the latest
plan.

It seems to me that the solution is to keep the same traffic pattern that we have now, i.e., a standing area that

drivers going north on Rolling Road can use prior to turning left info Kenwood Oaks. The same standing area
can also be used when drivers make a left turn out of Kenwood Oaks on to Rolling Road going north.

With modification of the plan to include a designated or marked holding area half way across Rolling Road to
accommodate vehicles turning left out of Kenwood Oaks from Kenwood Ave, KONA could support the design

of the project as presented during the June 12th Public Hearing.
Bill Wojanis, President, Kenwood Oaks Neighbor hood Association {KONA)

WIS s

(as prices getting you down? Search AOL Autos for fuel-efficient used cars.

Saturday, June 21, 2008 AQL: WSwoj



VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rotling Road
(Presentation at 6:00) Springﬁeld VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this preject.
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Plense leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side.

State Project: 0638-029-156, P104, R204, C304
Federal Profect: STP-5401 (6913 UPC: 3359
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Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High Scheol
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(Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA
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1. Please provide us with any additional information that you believe will assist VDOT in
developing the final design of this project:
2. Do you support the inclusion of on-street parking with this preject? Yes_ = e

Do you live in a home that will have on-street parking in front of it?  Yes___ NOIEJ

3. Do you think the design of this project will meet the nee of motorists, pedestrians,
hicyelists, and other users of the facility? Yes__ No
If no, what other features would you like fo see incorporated into the design?
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Please leave this comment sheet at the designated focation, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side.
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Sent: Monday, June 16, 2008 11:44 AM
To: NOVA Meeting Comments
Subiject: Rotling Road Widening

ing Road Widening project
ig Hearing
June 12, 2008

FARR Comments

My name is Bruce wright, Chairman of Fairfax Advocates for Berter Bicycling. We are
affiliated with the Washington Area Bicyvelist Asgociation which has 7,000 members. I
appreciate this opportunity to comment on the project plansg,

as gas prices soar past 54 a gallon and more pecople are concernad about the effacts of
driving single occupancy vehicles, more and more people are picycling as an alternative Lo
Ariving. The new pairfax County bike map has been extremsly popular. The Rolling Road
corridor is an important hicycle route &s indicated on the new bike map. Tt connects the
extensive commercial development around the relling Road/0ld Keene Mill Road intersection
ra the residential areas to rhe gouth and th Falrfax Caunty/FranconiaﬂSpringfieid Parkway
and its parsilel rrail. Both the gpringfield Mall and the Fr&nconia—Springfield Metro
station are a short bicycle ride away.

rairfax County is beginning Lo realize the importance of providing county regidents with
transportation alternatives. We support the proposed wide curb lanes. Wide curb lanes on
Rolling Road will provide a ermall amount of extra space o the road for bicyclists.
However, the majority of benefits of wide surb lanes are for mororists. The lanes provide
inereased sight distance for the many people wio will be exiting driveways O parking

along the road. They provide space oY metorists Lo make avasive actions and they add a
recovery area f[or regaining control of a vehicls.

We support the use of shared road lane markings, sometimes referred to as sSharrows", ©I
rhe wide curb lanes.

We also support the parallel trail for less experienced, casual bicyclists. Howevex, while
nff-road bicycle facilities may be appropriate for those cyclists, they also present many
dangers for those using bicycles for rrangportation. There are many more possible
conflicts bebtween motorists and bioyelists when trails cross driveways and intersections,
especially when sraveling counter to traffic flow. Bicyclists’ actions are much more
pradictable and safe when they are riding on the road, On some roads with paved parailel
trails such as the rairfax County Parkway many cyclists prefer Lo ride on the paved
shonlder instead the OO LY maintained and unmarked trail. They also aveid conflicts with
she runners, parents with strollers, and dog walkers.

We applaud the design presented by ynoT to include wide outside curb lanes on Rolling Read
and we urge VDOT and Fairfax County to adopt +he proposed design.

Bruce

gruce Wright

Chairman, Falrfax Advocates £ov Better Bioycling (FRREY www.fabb-bikes.org
2079 Cobblesgtone Lane

Reston, VA 26181

T0%-328-9619 - cell
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DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Meeting Date and Time: Meeting Location:
Thursday, June 12, 2008 West Springfield High School
5:00 pm. — 8:00 pm. 6100 Rolling Road
{Presentation at 6:00) Springfield, VA

This comment sheet will become part of the public record for this project.
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Do you live in a home that will have on-street parking in front of it?
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Do you think the design of this project will meet the needs of motorists, pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other users of the facility? Yes_ = No___
if no, what other features would you like 1o see incorporated into the design?
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De you support the design of the project as presented here tonight?
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b. Ne if o, why not?

Please leave this comment sheet at the designated location, or mail your comments WITHIN
10 DAYS (postmarked by June 22, 2008) to the addressee on the reverse side,
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